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‘This number closes our first volume. The completion of our 
edition of Statutes, with Index, &c., the completion of the 
series of articles on “The Legislation of the Year,” and 
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The first number of our second volume will appear on Satur- 
day next. On and from that day, the publication of this 
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tions should thenceforth be sent. 
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THE CLOSE OF OUR FIRST VOLUME. 
This day completes the first volume of our Journal ; 


and, having thus accomplished the earliest stage | 


our career, it may not be unseasonable to request 
our readers to review our past labours, to observe 
the principles on which we have proceeded, and 
to consider well whether they approve of what we 
have done and propose to do, to carry into effect the 
design of the founders of the Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL. 
We think it will be conceded that the object of such a 
publication would not be answered by merely writing 
so as to convince solicitors that they have rights to 
defend, claims to urge, and grievances that demand 
redress. Our only useful aim must be to convince the 
— and, especially, to obtain the attention of those 
eading organs of the press by which the public mind is 
influenced. Now, in order to do this, it is important 
that we should endeavour to look at every subject of 
discussion with a broad and impartial view. We must 
neither ourselves forget nor omit to remind our readers 
of the truth enunciated at the late meeting held at 
Manchester, that lawyers were made for society, and 
not society for lawyers. The maxim that the interests 
of the profession and of the public are identical is, we 
believe, well-founded. It has been adopted and con- 
stantly repeated in every declaration of the principles 
of this Journal, and we assume that all our readers 
assent to it as a general rule, and would be prepared, 
even at the cost of some immediate sacrifice, to ac- 
quiesce in any fair application of it to a particular case. 
We most earnestly deprecate any attempt, either to 
divide the profession into hostile sections, or to place 
the whole profession in antagonism to the community 
at large. The mischief of the first step would be that 
every collective effort in support of the rights of the 
body of solicitors must be hen. seat ; and the impolicy 
of the second would inevitably be proved by ill-will 
and prejudices excited in the public mind at the bare 
suggestion of lawyers having any claim to urge. It is 
true that this tone of feeling, once almost universal, has 
already, to a great extent, died out in the minds of the 
most enlightened and influential laymen. That it has so 
far happily disappeared is due, we think, in a very 
great degree, to the wise and liberal spirit in which 
solicitors have dealt with all recent measures prepared 
for the amendment of law and practice. 








Our meaning will be excellently illustrated by the 
history of the legislative changes in the procedure of 
the Court of Chancery. The reforms lately introduced 
into that court were to a very great extent either 
originated or cast into a practical working shape by the 
disinterested efforts of solicitors. It is true that the 
loss of the profession by these reforms was certain and 
immediate, while the gain was contingent and remote. 
But the load of unpopularity resting upon the court 
and all connected with it had become intolerable ; and 
it was hoped that a full and frank confidence in pro- 
mises of liberal treatment would not be misplaced, and 
that whatever might be sacrificed in immediate emolu- 
ment would be regained under a new and fair adjustment 
of work and fees, and a vast increase in the business of 
a tribunal thus rendered expeditious and inexpensive, 
and no longer justly chargeable with delaying the hopes 
and wasting the substance of its suitors. We cannot 
indeed disguise the fact that these expectations have 
not hitherto been realised. The orders promulgated 
to settle the remuneration of solicitors have been 
received with general dissatisfaction, although it has 
been determined—and, as we think, wisely—to give the 
system a fair trial, and to raise no complaint that shall 
not be abundantly supported by the facts of actual 
experience. But besides this personal grievance, 
solicitors also urge a just remonstrance against the 
existing machinery of the court. They say that its 
judges and officers are too few for the work imposed 
upon them, and that by a narrow parsimony the 
efficiency of the tribunal is impaired, its advance into 
popularity impeded, and their own anticipation of aug- 
mented business very unfairly and unwisely frustrated. 

Some of the events thus glanced at belong to the 
history of the past year, and the conduct of the profession 
in regard to them has been cordially supported by this 
Journal. We believe that solicitors have been guided 
in this matter by a sound and far-seeing policy, which 
has already borne some fruit, and will hereafter be com- 
pletely vindicated. We are persuaded that our own 
best course will be to examine all future questions of 
law reform by the light of the same principles—to 
endeavour honestly to adapt law and practice to the 
requirements of the age—to study first the good of the 
community—to rely for the protection of professional 
interests upon the undoubted truth that society cannot 
dispense with lawyers—and to hope that in the long run it 
will showitself neither ungenerous nor unjust to a class of 
men who are indispensable to its very existence, and 
who have strenuously and disinterestedly laboured 
to promote its welfare. 

This retrospect of our conduct, and declaration of the 
principles which have dictated it, will furnish, perhaps, 
the best answer that can be given to two letters which 
we this day publish on Registration of Title to Land, 
and to which we request the particular attention of our 
readers. The suggestion in the first letter that this 
Journal is the organ of some particular class, and that 
it seeks the destruction of the larger portion of the body 
of solicitors, is so extravagant that we can only wonder 
at its being entertained by any reasonable mind. Never- 
theless, as the imputation appears in the letter of a 
respected correspondent, we will say, once for all, 
that this Journal is not, and, we hope, shall not be- 
come the organ of any class or clique of the profes- 
sion. We emphatically deny that we have any object 
except the general good; and we repeat now, what we 
have often urged before, that the interest of the entire 
body of solicitors is one and indivisible ; that any injury 
to country practitioners must be felt equally by prac- 
titioners in London ; and if any class in the profession 
should attempt personal aggrandisement at the expense 
of any other class, such conduct would involve the 
guilt, and incur the penalties, at once of treason and of 
suicide. 

As regards the question of Registration, it would seem 
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that our own immediate duty is to elicit opinions 
and facts, and to promote the better understanding of a 
difficult and complicated subject. We observed, some 
months since, a complaint of the Yorkshire Law So- 
ciety, that the Commissioners had omitted to obtain a 
sufficient body of evidence from country solicitors upon 
their proposal. To supply this deficiency, we intend to 
print in our Journal the questions circulated by the 
Commissioners ; and any of our readers who will take 
the trouble to frame answers to them, may thus use- 
fully contribute to elucidating the obscurities of the con- 
troversy. That the question is imperfectly understood 
appears, we think, from the letter of our second cor- 
respondent, who refers to the example of existing re- 
gistries in support of his objections to a proposal alto- 
gether different. ‘The same conclusion may be drawn 
from the alarm expressed by our first correspondent as 
to the supposed effects of a measure which certainly 
could not attain its full operation for twenty or thirty 
years from the time of becoming law. While upon 
this topic, it may be as well to add, that, as we under- 
stand the charge against us, it is that we, as the organ 
of some band of selfish schemers, are engaged in ad- 
vocating a central, as opposed to a local, registration. 
Now, we certainly do not intend, for the sake of con- 
ciliating support, to pronounce any opinion at present, 
whether popular in town or country, upon any point of 
detail of the plan of registering title. It will be quite 
early enough to consider all such questions when a 
measure properly elaborated has been produced by those 
who have power to command attention to it. But we 
will venture so far as to remark that the majority of 
the schemes that have been framed suppose the sug- 
gested registration to be set on foot by the voluntary 
movement of a county, or smaller district ; and if any 
ambitious speculator should set himself to add another 
to the list of projects, we think he would find his task 
much lightened by conceiving a local, rather than a 
central, registration. 

We apprehend that our readers wish to see this 
Journal conducted with intelligence and vigour, and 
that, in general, whatever topic it may take in hand 
should be so dealt with as to win respect, not only from 
the lawyers who habitually read, but also from the 
laymen who may casually glance overits pages. There 
are very good reasons why the body of solicitors should 
desire to possess in the press an organ of established 
character and authority. This very question of Regis- 
tration supplies perhaps the strongest possible argument 
in support of the views of those who set on foot this 
Journal. 
Report, that their proposal cannot be properly carried 
out without making fresh regulations for the pro- 
fessional remuneration of solicitors. Here then is a 
question of the utmost importance, in which indeed 
the very existence of the profession is involved ; 
and the success of the solicitors in obtaining an 
advantageous adjustment of it must depend very much 
upon the weight and influence of their advocates, and 
the disposition of the public to listen with favour to 
their arguments. Now there are various ways of 
treating the Registration controversy. For our own 
part we shall endeavour so to treat it as to gain for 
our Journal, if possible, the character of a clear-sighted 
and plain-spoken commentator upon all legal questions. 
A time may come when the profession will realise the 
benefit of the existence of a legal journal which has 
ne er written a single line calculated perhaps to gratify 
for the moment the passions and prejudices of some 
readers, but certain to impair the force of any appeal 
addressed by it to thoughtful men unbiassed by pro- 
fessional interests. If this Journal is to render any 
service to the body of solicitors, it must be allowed to 
apply all the discernment and all the ability it can 
command to every question equally, even at the risk 
of provoking letters like those to which we have called 


It is admitted by the Commissioners, in their | 








attention. We cannot hope to exist to any useful 
purpose upon the freedom sometimes accorded by 
religious assemblies to their preachers, of speaking as 
unreservedly and energetically as possible upon every 
topic except only that which most nearly concerns the 
audience. 


~~ 
ell 





THE DETECTION OF CRIME. 


It is a curious and not a very welcome reflection that 
we have in this country almost no machinery at all 
which is fitted for the detection of secret crime. The 
proportion which is not detected is terrible. That this 
is so with regard to the lighter class of offences against 
property, is matter of universal notoriety. Indeed, the 
fact that stealing and cheating are professions, and that 
their members may usually count upon some years’ 
undisturbed practice of them, would prove it conclu- 
sively, if proof were required. Even with respect to 
crimes involving more or less violence, such as bur- 
glary, the fact is equally notorious ; but there is a kind 
of prejudice—half religious, half, as people say of novels, 
“founded on fact "—to the effect that there are excep- 
tions to this, and, in particular, that ‘‘ murder will out.” 
Sorry as we may be to disturb so comfortable a persuasion, 
we cannot help feeling that it is not true; and we be- 
lieve, that, even apart from secret murders, which are 
never recognised as such, a majority of avowed 
murders escape detection. Indeed, each class is cer- 
tainly far more numerous than most people suppose. 
There can be no doubt at all that the crime for which 
Palmer suffered was only one of several; and it was 
stated at the time of his trial, and not contradicted, that 
what were called ‘‘ suspicious” proposals were by no 
means unknown to insurance offices. The murder of 
Mrs. Bacon by her son passed unsuspected for about 
two years; and when we remember how much the 
symptoms of certain kinds of poisons resemble those of 
common diseases, it is impossible not to feel an unplea- 
sant suspicion that poisoning may be a much commoner 
crime than we suppose. Apart, however, from undis- 
covered murders, no one who pays attention to the sub- 
ject can doubt that the convictions for the crime bear a 
small proportion to the number of cases in which the 
coroner’s jury return a verdict of wilful murder. We 
have lately had several assassinations of the most terri- 
ble kind, in which all attempts to detect the criminal 
have ended in total disappointment. A boy was mur- 
dered a month ago for his boots, in Nottingham forest; 


| and though five or six people have been arrested, no 


one has been committed. The Waterloo-bridge mys- 
tery remains still as dark as ever; and we could, with 
very little difficulty, count up a large number of cases, 
within the last few years, in which the police have been 
entirely at fault in their investigations. 

The principal interest of these considerations, in a legal 
point of view, arises from the light which they throw 
upon the character of the machinery which the law 
provides for the punishment of crime. It is hardly too 
much to say that it scarcely interests itself at all upon 
the subject. Any one who will take the trouble to 
compare our own system of criminal procedure with 
that ofthe French, may easily convince himself that the 
law of England is not, and for centuries past has not 
been, in any material degree, adapted to the discovery 
ofcrime. It appears from the Code d’Instruction Cri- 
minelle that in France the courts of law are not, by any 
means, mere tribunals for the hearing of causes. They 
are also great police offices, armed with very extensive 
powers. There are as many as tiventy-seven (ours 
Impériales, each of which has, in its own district, the 
entire control of what is called the Police Judiciaire. 
The officers of the court employed in the detection of 
crime ore the Procureur Général, the Juges d’Instruction, 
the P». . :reurs Impériales, and the inferior officers, such 
as agents of police, gendarmes, and the like; and 
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when a crime is committed, this body, which, taken to- 
gether, forms the Ministére Public, manages every part 
of the prosecution, from the first arrest of the prisoner, 
down to the execution of his sentence. Their functions 
are totally different from those of English police magis- 
trates and prosecuting attorneys and counsel. They all 
stand to each other, in an official relationship, as in- 
feriors and superiors, and constantly correspond upon 
the cases submitted to them. The object which they 
propose to themselves is, as we should say, that of get- 
ting up the case for the prosecution. As soon as a 
crime of any kind is committed, the Procureur Impérial, 
or the Juge d’Instruction, goes to the scene of it, exa- 
mines all the circumstances, takes the evidence of all 
the persons who can furnish information upon the sub- 
ject, and, if he sees grounds for doing so, arrests any 
one whom he suspects. When the prisoner is arrested, 
he is not, as with us, cautioned not to commit himself, 
allowed free access to legal advice, or let out on bail; 
but, if the offence imputed to him is what is technically 
called a crime, which is not quite unlike what we should 
call a felony, he is put into close confinement, and con- 
stantly examined, re-examined, and cross-examined 
upon every detail of the occurrence. As fast as he 
answers the questions proposed to him, the Juge d’In- 
struction and the other authorities check the correctness 
of his answers by examining the persons whom he 
youches, and by confronting him with them, if they see 
cause todo so. This kind of inquisition frequently lasts 
for weeks, or even months, before the magistrates make 
up their mind as to the guilt or innocence of the ac- 
cused. Whilst the prisoner himself is dealt with in 
this manner, a process almost equally severe goes on 
with respect to the witnesses. The Procureur Impérial 
habitually receives information of all that passes in his 
district, and if he hears that any one has either said or 
done anything which implies the possession of any sort 
of knowledge about the crime, he can compel their 
attendance upon him, and extort their knowledge from 
them by the same process of cross.examination as is 
applied to the prisoner himself; and if they either refuse 
to answer, or answer in an evasive or unsatisfactory 
manner, their conduct is used to excite the suspicion 
ofthe jury against the prisoner. In England, as our 
readers are well aware, a witness may not only know all 
about a crime, but every one else may know that he 
knows about it, and yet, by simply refusing to answer 
questions, or supply information, he may totally baffle 
the prosecution. The only evidence which can be no- 
ticed, either by the judge or by the committing magis- 
trate, must be given in public, and subject to the rules 
of evidence. In order to appreciate the French system 
in tl¥s respect, we must suppose the prosecuting attor- 
ney in an English trial to be armed with judicial autho- 
rity, and to be not only entitled, but bound, to inform 
the Court of his own opinion as to the prisoner’s guilt, 
and of the grounds, whether derived from his demeanour 
or from other circumstances, which have induced him to 
form it. 

We are not, of course, arguing in favour of the intro- 
duction of such a system into this country. English 
people would never bear so grave an interference with 
the liberty of an immense number of entirely innocent 
people, for the purpose of bringing a few more guilty 
ones to justice; nor do we think it at all desirable that 
they should. It would, however, we think, be possible 
to adopt some of the peculiarities of the system with 
advantage. We are rather too solicitous about the 
freedom and the privileges of notorious scoundrels ; and 
there is surely some sense in the argument, that accused 
persons ought to be interrogated, inasmuch as an honest 
man can have no objection to give an account of himself, 
whilst a knave, if possible, ought to be made to do so, 











Legal Nets. 


On the 8rd ult. we published a report of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, stating that that body had re- 
solved to recommend to the judges to authorise an 
examination, either before or during articles, or before 
admission, in Latin, French, &c., and that a memorial 
to that effect had been prepared. It appears that this 
announcement has created much unnecessary alarm. 
It has been suggested that clerks already articled would 
fall within the scope of the proposed regulation, and 
thus would be compelled to submit themselves to an 
unexpected and perilous ordeal. We confidently af- 
firm that there is no ground whatever for such an 
apprehension. It would be unjust and opposed to all 
precedent to give to such arule any but a prospective 
operation. Common sense, without authority, is suffi- 
cient to decide this point. 





COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Carr § Another v. Chapple. 

In this case, reported in our Journal of the 27th of last June, 
Mr. Milheard applied for a rule for a new trial, on the ground 
that the verdict was against evidence, and the damages exces- 
sive. The facts were shortly these:—a Mrs. Hockaday was 
entitled to about £300, which her husband was desirous of lay- 
ing out to increase her income. With this view, her trustees 
consented to purchase some small houses in the neighbourhood 
of London, which would produce about £80 a year profit; this 
was done; and a Mr. Shepherd (not defendant) was concerned. 
for them in the purchase. Finding the property valueless, Mr._ 
and Mrs. Hockaday went to plaintiff, who advised them to sue- 
the vendor. This was agreed to, and he took the cause down 
for trial in London. When the case was about to be called on, 
terms of compromise were proposed, and acceded to—viz. £200 
to be paid on the property being re-assigned. This compromise 
not having been carried out, the trustees had taken proceedings 
against defendant, which had resulted in a verdict for £200, 
although Mr. Chapple’s costs were to be paid out of any amount 
recovered in the action against the original vendor of the pro- 
perty. 

Mr. Justice WicuTman, who had tried the case, said it was 
a very proper case for a rule. 

Lord CAMPBELL inquired if there was any point of law, and 
said, if there was, it must come on with the others of a similar 
character which would shortly be argued—upon being answered 
in the negative, he said it must take its turn—and the rule was 
granted on both grounds. 





(Sittings in Banco, before Lord CAMPBELL, and COLERIDGE, 
Wicurman, and Erte, JJ.).—WNov. 5, 
Violet v. Simpson. 

The plaintiff in this action was a solicitor at Weston-super- 
Mare, and he sued another solicitor, named Simpson, to recover 
compensation in damages for having maliciously opposed his. 
discharge under the Insolvent Debtors Act. The trial took 
place at Bristol before Mr. Justice Coleridge, who nonsuited the 
plaintiff, on the ground that the action was barred by the 
Statute of Limitations. 

Mr. Af. Smith moved to set aside the nonsuit, and for a new 
trial. The declaration alleged that the defendant caused a 
person named Edalls to make a statement that the plaintiff had 
contracted debts fraudulently and by breach of trust, although 
he (the defendant) well knew that the contrary was the fact ; 
and by reason of the premises, Mr. Law, before whom the case. 
came, instead of giving the plaintiff his discharge under the Act, 
ordered him to be retained in custody for a period of sixteen 
months from the date of the vesting order—viz., the 3rd of 
March, 1851. The action was commenced on the 8th of July, 
1857, and, therefore, the six years from the time the acts com- 
plained of were committed had expired; but he (the learned 
counsel) contended that the damage done was a continuing 
damage during the whole of the sixteen months, and if that 
were so, the action would have been commenced within the 
proper period. 

Lord CAMPBELL.—If you consider the detention the act of the 
defendant, of course the statute would be no bar to the action. 

Mr. M. Smith said it was the act of the defendant by reason 
of his malicious proceeding, and the whole amount of damage 
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could not be ascertained until the imprisonment had terminated. 

Lord CaAmpBELL.—The period was fixed when the sentence 
was pronounced, 

Mr. M. Smith.—But there might be special damage arising 
during the imprisonment. 

Lord CAMPBELL was of opinion that Mr. Justice Coleridge 
did well in nonsuiting the plaintiff. There was no evidence of 
any wrong done to him by the defendant within the six years. 
If the defendant could be considered as having caused the im- 
prisonment, why then he did wrong during the whole sixteen 
months; but it could not be said he caused it, for all he did was 
to induce another to oppose the plaintiffs discharge, and then 
it was for the judge to adjudicate upon the matter. 

The other judges being of the same opinion, the application 
was refused. 





BAIL COURT.—Nov. 5. 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius, before Mr. Justice Crompron 
and Common Juries). 
Scott v. Cannon. 

Mr. Edward James and Mr. Stammers were counsel for 
the plaintiff; Mr. Edwin James and Mr. Serjeant Parry 
for the defendant. 

This was an interpleader case, the question being whether 
certain goods were the property of the plaintiff, a solicitor 
residing in Lincoln’s-inn, or of a person named Charles John 
Allen. It appeared that Allen had been a bDill-broker. He 
had borrowed £500 of Mr. Scott, for which, upon an execution, 
he had afterwards obtained a bill of sale of Allen’s furniture. 
Allen stated that he was in the habit of advertising to lend 
money. He applied to one Watson, a matrimonial agent, for 
a@ woman with money, and he recommended him to a woman, 
saying she was worth £6,000, and he gave him £15 or £20 
for the introduction. They exchanged likenesses. The por- 
traits of the ladies were kept in a drawer. The matter was 
done chiefly by correspondence. They married and went to 
Paris on their wedding tour, as his wife said she wanted to 
go there to see her sister, but they did not find her there. 
After the marriage he found that instead of his wife having 
a fortune she was very much involved. His mother told 
him that he had made a mistake, for instead of marrying 
a lady he had married a late lady’s-maid. Before his mar- 
riage he had gone down to Cheltenham to see his intended 
wife, and found her keeping a maid and a carriage. When 
people told him of his wife’s debts he said “it was false; 
what a wicked world it was, that people should tell such 
falsehoods.” After his return from his tour he had £4 left 
out of £250. He took her upon the belief that she was 
going to be married to somebody else, or he should have 
made further inquiries. His wife’s debts amounted to about 
£600, which he had compromised. His wife left him a week 
after their return from Paris. She had come to his office once 
since to tender herself. He thought she had had the impu- 
dence to call once beside. He had brought an action for 
crim. con., and the damages were assessed at £100. He 
had told her he kept a brougham and had £1,000 
a-year. He had borrowed £100 from the defendant just 
before the marriage, telling him of the fortune he was about to 
marry, and he had obtained another £100 on his return, telling 
him it was all right, as he at the time believed it was; £60 per 
cent. was allowed on the loan. His profits before the war were 
£1,000 a-year for three years. The plaintiff had advanced him 
£1,000 since the marriage. He got deeper into difficulties until 
he went to Scotland to take the benefit of the Sequestration 
Act. The defendant put in an execution, and then the plaintiff 
put in his claim. Would not swear he had not himself charged 
60 per cent. upon loans. The furniture was at his mother’s, 
and he had resided more there than at his lodgings. He kept 
a coachman, a footman, and a phaeton, and set up a brougham 
to catch some one. When the woman told him she was 
engaged to another, he induced her to start with him and leave 
the other gentleman in the lurch. Mr. Scott wished Allen’s 
mother to take possession of the furniture, and keep it for him, 
and it had been in her possession over since. 

For the defence it was contended, that the question was 
whether the plaintiff having a debt had used this bill of sale 
colourably to protect Allen’s goods for Allen. The check given 
by Scott for the £500 was in favour of Mrs. Allen. Mr. Scott 
was the trustee for Mrs. Allen under her husband’s will, and 
Mrs. Allen was to have a portion of the interest of this £500. 
With regard to the matrimonial affair the biter was bitten, and 
that was all; for Allen, being at the time himself insolvent, was 
endeavouring to get hold of a girl with £6,000 in order to pay 





his debts. It was not till after the marriage, and a writ had 
been served for the wife’s debt, that Mr. Scott commenced pro- 
ceedings for the recovery of the £500. It was therefore 
submitted that this was a colourable proceeding, and not good 
in law. 

Mr. Justice Crompron, in summing up, said, the question 
was, whether at the time the bill of sale was executed it was 
intended really that the property should pass to Scott to do 
what he liked with it, or whether it was a mere sham or juggle. 

The jury found a verdict for the plaintiff. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY.—Oct. 30. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FANE.) 
In re Hall § Hall. 


This was the adjourned examination meeting in the case 
of Henry Hall and Cheslyn Hall, solicitors, of New Boswell- 
court, and also described as cattle dealers, of Neasdon, in 
Middlesex. There have been repeated adjournments, the 
failure having taken place so long ago as June, 1856, but it 
was only shortly before the last meeting that the bankrupts 
filed their accounts, and an adjournment was then taken to 
give the assignees time to examine those accounts. The joint 
balance-sheet (prepared by Messrs. Young) commences on 
the 1st of January, 1851, and extends to the date of the 
bankruptcy, 26th June, 1856. The following are the items: 

Dr.—To unsecured creditors, 102,641/. 18s.; to creditors 
partially secured by debt of 15,033/. 8s. 4d., 23,5531. Os. 9d.; 
to ditto secured by property, 20,0827. 8s. 4d.; to ditto secured 
by lien on furniture, 1,183/. 7s. 11d. ; to liabilities, 4,853/. 6s. 9d.; 
to professional earnings, 39,854/. 7s. 6d., less counsel’s fees &e. 
paid 13,566/. 17s. 8d., 26,2877. 9s. 10d. ; to statement of affairs, 
capital Jan. 1, 1851, 27,340/. 12s. 1d.; total, 205,981/. 15s. 8d. 

Cr.—By cash, £200; by debtors, considered good, 10,8412 
17s. 6d.; by ditto, doubtful, 1,150/ 8s. 11d.; by ditto, bad, 
5,141 16s. 3d.; by ditto, having sets-off, 1,695/. 10s. 11d.; 
by property realised, farm, blood-stock, crops, furniture, &e. 
(deducting rent, taxes, &c.), 15,5192. 12s.; by leases, 1,483/. 
1s. 4d.; by debt assigned, 15,0337. 8s. 4d.; by property held 
by creditors, 21,779/. 9s. 9d.; by losses, 95,1627. 15s. 2d.; 
by interest and discount, 9,8297. 5s. 5d.; by salaries and 
petty cash, 6,204/. 3s. 4d.; by trade expenses, 3,715/. 12s. 4d.; 
by law charges, 6487. 2s.; by domestic and personal ditto, 
17,8551 1s. 9d.; by liabilities per contra, 4,853/. 6s. 9d.; by 
amount to balance, 10/. 0s. 2d.; total, 205,981/. 15s. 8d. 

The principal items in the statement of losses are the fol- 
lowing :—On farm, horse-breeding, and stud, £51,033; on the 
Neasdon estate, £16,075; also a further sum of-£12,019 on the 
horse-breeding and stud; on investment and sale of £10,000 
Consols, 247/. 18s. 7d. 

Mr. Lawrance, for the assignees, said it was proposed to 
take another adjournment in this case, as the accounts required 
amendment in several particulars. The trade assignees had 
met at Mr. Whitmore’s on the preceding day, with Mr. Riving- 
ton, who represented the largest creditor, Sir Charles Rushout, 
and it bad been determined to ask for another adjournment, 
to which the bankrupts did not object. The bills of costs, of 
which the Court had heard so much, were not yet completed ; 
but a great many had been sent out; and it was hoped that a 
very few weeks more would complete that part of the business. 

Mr. Whitmore, the official assignee, thought that about three 
weeks more would be sufficient. 

Mr. Lawrance said the allowance to the bankrupts had 
ceased for eighteen weeks, and he did not propose to indorse 
any application for its rexewal at that sitting. That might 
be a reason for making the adjournment as short as might be 
convenient. 

Mr. Rivington, who appeared for Sir Charles Rushout, a 
creditor for upwards of £40,000, said that several very large 
items in the accounts, especially those under the head of losses, 
were altogether unvouched, except by the bankers’ pass-books 
and cheque ends, from which materials a cash-book had been 
raised since the bankruptcy. It was contrary to all reason to 
suppose that men of education, like the Messrs. Hall, should 
incur such a large expenditure as they had done without making 
some occasional memoranda, none of which were produced. 
At any rate they might produce the farm books kept at each 
farm. He gave notice that at the next meeting he should 
require some better vouchers of these accounts. 

His Honour said it was very improbable that the bank- 
rupts should have carried on this large concern without having 
books and vouchers. It would be a strong argument against 
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their passing at the next meeting if they did not do everything 
in their power to make their accounts perfect. 

A further proof for £2,000 by Sir Charles Rushout was 
admitted, and the examination meeting was adjourned until 
the 19th of December. 





INSOLVENT DEBTORS’ COURT.—WNov. 5. 
(Before the Cuter ComMIssIONER. ) 
In re W. G. Norman. 

This insolvent, a journeyman printer, applied to be dis- 
charged. He was opposed on behalf of a creditor named Chase, 
to whom the insolvent was indebted on account of rent. The 
complaint was, that Mr. Chase’s action had been vexatiously 
defended, and that the insolvent’s arrest was a collusive pro- 
ceeding. 

It appeared that the insolvent had employed one Guy, an 
accountant, to conduct his law business, and that person, acting 
as clerk to Mr. Govett, an attorney, had defended the action, 
and was now performing the business in this Court. The de- 
taining creditor was a Mr. Jones, a medical gentleman, who 
had attended the insolvent for many years; and the arrest was 
admitted to be a friendly proceeding. 

Mr. Jones, however, upon being called, said, he was quite 
ignorant of the insolvent being in custody at his suit until 
about a fortnight after the event, neither had he employed Mr. 
Grayson, who appeared to be the plaintiff’s attorney. 

The Curer ComMIssIONER said, that, after the evidence of 
Mr. Jones, there was no course left but to dismiss the petition. 
There had been a clearly vexatious defence to Mr. Chase’s 
action, through Guy and Govett, who had contrived to make 
three law jobs for themselves at the insolvent’s expense—viz., 
the defence to the action, the arrest, and the business in this 
Court. The arrest in Mr. Jones’s name without that gentle- 
man’s knowledge or sanction, was a fraud upon the Court, and 
upon that ground the petition must be dismissed. He (the 
Commissioner) hoped, however, that the insolvent would make 
some arrangement with Mr. Chase, and not fall again into such 
hands as he had lately been in. With respect to Mr. Govett 
and Mr. Guy, he should consult with the other Commissioners 
whether those persons should in future have the opportunity of 
playing such tricks on this Court. 

Petition dismissed. 
CLERKENWELL COUNTY COURT.—WNov. 2. 
(Before Mr. Serjeant H. G. Jones and a Jury.) 
Wakeling v. Adams and Another. 

This was an action brought by the plaintiff, Mr. H. B. Wakeling 
solicitor, of Great Percy-street, Clerkenwell, to recover the sum 
of £28, being the balance of a bill of costs for work done by 
plaintiff as an attorney, against the defendants, Mr. James 
Adams and Mr. James Dunn, formerly in partnership as metal- 
plate and tin-foil manufacturers, carrying on business in St. 
John-street, Clerkenwell. 

Mr. Tindal Atkinson appeared for the plaintiff; and Mr. 
Honyman for the defendant Adams; the defendant Dunn 
appeared in person. 

Mr. Tindal Atkinson, in stating the case to the jury, said: 
In the early part of 1854 the defendants were in partnership as 
metal plate and tin-foil manufacturers, and took part of a yard 
of Baker & Larcher, in St. John-street, Clerkenwell, to carry 
on their business. Baker & Larcher, instead of permitting 
them to do so, turned their horse into the street, and otherwise 
misbehaved themselves, in consequence of which Mr. Wakeling 
was consulted on the 12th and 19th of April, and wrote a letter 
to the parties, complaining of their conduct, and asking com- 
pensation, on the 24th of April, 1854; in reply to which a Mr. 
Hudson, as an attorney for Baker & Larcher, brought an 
action against the defendants Dunn & Adams, which Mr. 
Wakeling was instructed to defend, and the defendants also 
desired Mr. Wakeling to bring an action against Baker & 
Larcher, and also gave a retainer signed by them both for that 
purpose, in pursuance of which Mr. Wakeling brought one 
action and defended the other, and the causes were both set 
down for trial. The case came on for trial in June, 1854. Mr. 
Charnock appeared ‘in both cases for Adams & Dunn; and 
when they were called on, they were ultimately referred to the 
arbitration of Mr. Serjeant Thomas, by the advice of Mr. 
Charnock. Baker & Larcher went away, and were thought 
to be insolvent. Dunn & Adams quarrelled, and the result 
was, the arbitration was never proceeded with; and Mr. 
Wakeling ultimately delivered ‘his bill to Adams & Dunn, for 
the balance of which this action is brought. 











Mr. Atkinson having stated the case to the jury, called the 
plaintiff's sons, who proved the retainers and the work done, 
oy also two solicitors, who proved the reasonableness of the 
bill. 

The defendant Dunn produced his protection from the In- 
solvent Debtors’ Court until November, but not having pleaded 
it according to the rules and practice of the Court, his Honour 
said he could not set that up. 

Mr. Honyman said the defendant Adams contended, that, 
although he had signed the retainer, he understood from the 
plaintiffs that he was not to be held liable for the costs. 

The learned Judge, in summing up, observed that the ques- 
tion for the jury to decide was, whether there was any separate 
agreement between the parties; if they were of opinion that 
they were jointly liable, they would give their judgment for the 
plaintiff; if there was a separate agreement as to Adams, for 
Adams only. 

The jury immediately returned a verdict for the plaintiff for 
the full amount claimed; and his Honour granted costs of 
counsel, witnesses, &c. 

Judgment accordingly. 





BLOOMSBURY COUNTY COURT.—0Oct. 31. 
(Before D. D. Hearu, Esq., Judge). 
Roome v. White. 

This was a case of new trial granted to the plaintiff, against 
whom a judgment had been given, in an action brought by him 
against Mr. Walter White, solicitor, St Paul’s Churchyard. 

Mr. De la Mare, solicitor, was for the plaintiff. 

It appeared that a builder named Plews got a cheque cashed 
at Mr. Wykes’s, landlord of the King’s Head, Hampstead-road. 
The cheque was for £10, drawn by the defendant, upon the 
Commercial Bank of London, and made payable to Mr. Law- 
rence, 36, Woburn-place. The cheque, after passing through 
several hands, was, by the plaintiff, presented at the bank, 
where it was marked “ No effects.” Roome then brought an 
action against the defendant, but not being able to produce the 
person from whom the barman of Mr. Wykes had received it, 
and it being positively sworn by defendant that the cheque 
in question had been paid by him to a Mr. Lawrence, who 
turned out to be Mr. Lawrence Levy, whose clerk, in going to 
get it cashed, had lost it. The plaintiff lost the cause. It now, 
however, was differently portrayed. Mr. Plews now swore that 
his attention was drawn to the case by seeing it reported in the 
newspapers, and that the cheque produced was the same cashed 
by Mr. Wykes, and also cashed by Lawrence Levy in a money 
transaction. 

Mr. Slack, clerk at the Commercial Bank, deposed that no 
notice of a lost check of defendant’s was received at their estab- 
lishment, and at the time the one in question was dated defen- 
dant had no effects. 

The defendant, Mr. Levy, and his (losing) clerk, not being 
in this instance in attendance, the former decision was revoked, 
and judgment given for plaintiff. 





LIVERPOOL BANKRUPTCY COURT. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Perry). 
In re H. H. Statham. 

The bankrupt was an attorney and money scrivener, at 
Liverpool. He applied on Monday the 26th ult. for his 
certificate. Mr. Norris represented the assignees. From 
the balance-sheet, it appeared that the bankrupt’s liabilities 
were heavy. The Commissioner thought the justice of the 
case would be met by granting an immediate certificate of 
the second class. 


CONVICTION UNDER THE FRAUDULENT TRUSTEES 
ACT. 





At the quarter sessions for the borough of Leeds on Tuesday 
week, before Mr. T. F. Ellis, the Recorder, Benjamin Hinchliffe, 
aged 39, clothier and commission agent, Pudsey, was charged 
with stealing nineteen ends of cloth, the property of James 
Hare, at Leeds, on the 19th of September. There was also 
a count charging the prisoner with obtaining the goods by 
fraudulent pretences. The indictment was laid under the 
Fraudulent Trustees Act, and the case excited great attention. 
The facts of the case, as stated on the part of the prosecution 
by Mr. Maude, were these:—In June or July, 1856, Messrs. 
Atkinson & Brush, cloth merchants, of Leeds, entered into 
arrangements with the prisoner to receive into their warehouse 
any quantity of cloth which he might send to finish, and to 





942 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Nov. 7, 1857. 








become purchasers if the goods and price suited them, otherwise 
the goods to be returned to the prisoner. In the first instance 
they advanced him money on account of the goods so left with 
them ; but if they were returned, the prisoner was charged with 
the cost of finishing, and required to repay the money advanced, 
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. Several transactions 
took place under this arrangement, and on the 29th of August 
last the prisoner went to the prosecutor, who was a manufac- 
turer at Eccleshill, and said he had an order from Messrs. 
Atkinson & Brush (successors to Messrs. Henry & Co.) for 
100 ends of hair lists, at 6s. 7d. per yard, which he could not 
supply, and asked him (the prosecutor) if he could furnish them. 
Hare replied that he could. The prisoner examined the ends, 
and ordered them to be sent to Messrs. Atkinson & Brush’s 
warehouse, the price to be 6s. 7d. per yard. They were sent 
accordingly, and were afterwards seen in the possession of 
Messrs. Atkinson & Brush, by Hare, who, however, subse- 
quently learned that the prisoner had obtained back the goods, 
and otherwise disposed of them. The prosecutor would tell the 
jury that this was the first transaction he had with the prisoner, 
that he delivered the goods to the prisoner as a commission 
agent, and that he parted with them on the specific understand- 
ing that they were sold to Messrs. Atkinson & Brush, and 
that they were the parties who would be liable for the debt. 
The prisoner would collect the money, but would have nothing 
more to do with it beyond receiving his commission. In con- 
sequence of something which subsequently transpired, the pri- 
soner was taken into custody on the 22nd of September, and on 
the 23rd the prosecutor went to Atkinson & Brush’s, but could 
learn nothing of the nineteen ends. The prosecutor subse- 
quently ascertained that the goods were disposed of at prices 
much below their value. They would see that the prisoner got 
these goods in the character of a commission agent or bailee for 
a specific purpose, representing, in the first instance, that they 
were for Atkinson & Brush, and that he then dealt with them 
as his own property, selling them to other persons than those 
for whom he received them, and for a price less than he was 
authorised to take, and, in doing so, he (Mr. Jfaude) should 
contend that the prisoner brought himself under the provisions 
of the Fraudulent Trustees Act. One section of that statute 
provided that any person, being a bailee of any property, who 
should fradulently appropriate such property to his own use, 
though he did not break bulk, shall be guilty of larceny. 

The evidence bore out the statement for the prosecution. 

Mr. Blanshard addressed the jury on behalf of the prisoner. 
He said, that, if the Fraudulent Trustees Act was to be applied 
in such cases as these, there was not a commission agent in 
Leeds who would escape, and maintained that the object of the 
section which had been quoted was to do away with the gross 
anomaly which had previously existed, under which a bailee 
(a person intrusted with the custody of property) appropriating 
property was not amenable to the criminal law, unless he broke 
what was technically called “ bulk.” He submitted that there 
was no breaking bulk in this case, each transaction being 
distinct and open, and he therefore maintained that the offence 
was not one which came within the provision of this section. 

The RecorDER then proceeded {to sum up.—With reference 
to the law, he told the jury that the only point for them to 
decide was whether the prisoner appropriated the property to 
his own use. If they were satisfied that he did, then the of- 
fence would come under the section of the Fraudulent Trustees 
Act which had been quoted. 

The jury, after an hour’s deliberation, returned a verdict of 
“‘Guilty,” and the prisoner was sentenced to be imprisoned for 
eight months, with hard labour. 





JUDGE OF THE COURTS OF PROBATE AND 
DIVORCE. 


Under two Acts of last session, a judge is to be appointed of 
the Court of Probate who is to be also Judge Ordinary (7. e., 
working judge) of the Court of Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes. The new judge is to take rank with the puisne judges 
of the superior courts of common law, and to receive a yearly 
salary of £4,000. On the first vacancy that makes such an 
arrangement possible, the three offices of judge of the Probate 
Court, judge ordinary of the Matrimonial and Divorce Court, 
and judge of the Admiralty Court are to be united in the same 
functionary. When this occurs the salary is to be raised to 
£5,000 a year. 

The new jurisdiction cannot commence, at the earliest, before 
the Ist of next January: it being provided by the 2nd clause 





of both Acts, that they shall ‘‘ come into operation on such day, 
not sooner than the 1st day of January, A.D. 1858, as her 
Majesty shall by Order in Council appoint, provided that such 
order be made one month at least previously to the day so 
appointed.” 

It is generally understood that Mr. Justice Cresswell is to 
be the judge of the New Court. This appointment will make 
a vacancy on the bench of the Court of Common Pleas, and 
Westminster Hall is already full of rumours as to the mode 
in which it is likely to be filled up. The names of Mr. Ser- 
jeant Shee, Mr. Serjeant Byles, and Mr. Hugh Hill, Q.C., 
are amongst those most prominently put forward; it is also 
rumoured that Sir H. S. Keating, the present Solicitor- 
General, may possibly put in a claim for the vacant seat. It 
is perhaps sufficient to remark, with regard to all these 
rumours, that at present there is no absolute vacancy nor 
indeed any likelihood of a change, at all events, during the 
course of the present term. The lawyers have very possibly 
some couple of moriths of gossip and speculation before them 
ere doubt on this point, can be changed into certainty.—Daily 
News. 

Mr. Justice Cresswell will be the judge of the Court of 
Probate and Divorce, but inasmuch as the acts by which the 
new court is created do not come into operation before the com- 
mencement of the next year, no actual appointment can take 
place immediately. As yet, therefore, there is no vacancy 
among the judges of the Court of Common Pleas, and the state- 
ments made by some journals as to the probable successor of 
Mr. Justice Cresswell in that court are, to say the least, pre- 
mature.— Globe. 


The fact of Mr. Justice Cresswell having been appointed the 
judge of the New Court of Probate is confirmed by the learned 
judge having just appointed his cousin, Mr. Robert Nathaniel 
Cresswell, barrister-at-law, his secretary. Mr. Keating, the 
Solicitor-General, will be the new common law judge, but at 
present it is undecided who shall be the new Solicitor-General. 
—<Standard. 


There are all sorts of rumours afloat in legal circles in 
reference to the judicial changes which may be expected. It 
has been very well known for some months past that Mr. 
Justice Coleridge has been anxious to retire from the puisne 
judgeship in the Court of Queen’s Bench, and take the position 
to which he has become entitled from length of service. In 
the event of his retirement, his seat will, in all probability, 
be accepted by Sir H. S. Keating, the Solicitor-General. In 
the case of his declining it, Mr. Welsby, the Recorder of 
Chester, will most likely receive an offer of advancement from 
the Government. Opinion seems to be very much divided 
as to the judge of the New Court of Probate. It is well known 
that in the first instauce it was offered to Mr. Justice Erle, 
who declined it, and afterwards to Mr. Justice Vaughan 
Williams, who also refused the honour. It is currently reported 
that during the last few days it has been offered to Sir John 
Dodson, the Dean of the Court of Arches. In the event of 
Sir John’s acceptance of the dignity there will be no legal 
vacancy in Westminster-hall to excite the hopes of gentlemen 
aspiring to the judicial Bench.— Weekly Dispatch. 





THE LOCAL COURTS OF UPPER CANADA. 


We ventured to predict, a year since, that, within a shor 
space of time, our local courts would be self-supporting ; and 
we are now able to state, as a fact, that they are not only self- 
supporting, but give a large surplus. The judges and officers 
of the Upper Canada County and Division Courts do not draw 
one penny from the General Revenue Fund. The fund necessary 
to supply these institutions is wholly supplied from small fees 
collected from suitors in the courts. The institution of a 
system of local courts, presided over by trained men as judges, 
and acting under a uniform procedure, is due to the Honourable 
Mr. Draper. At first it was regarded with some jealousy, as 
an experiment of doubtful expediency, and for a time perhaps 
even the author of the measure himself was doubtful as to the 
result. The public, however, soon discovered the advantage of 
trained professional men as judges; and as the benefits of cheap 
and speedy justice administered in each county and township 
on settled principles were felt, the Division Courts and County 
Courts grew in favour. As the system advanced in public con- 
fidence and esteem, an extension of it was asked; and the local 
courts, at first very limited in powers, have now a most extensive 
jurisdiction. Although for some years the local courts drew 
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from two to three thousand pounds per annum from the General 
Revenue, they are now paying institutions. In 1851 there was 
a deficiency in the fees collected in local courts, for the half-year 
ending 30th June, of 911/. 19s. 6d., or in other words there 
was that amount taken from the general revenue of the country 
to pay the necessary disbursements on account of the courts— 
that is, an amount equal to about £2,000 for the whole year 
(1851). For the half-year ending 30th June last, there is a 
surplus, after paying all expenses, of between £900 and 
£1,000; and at the close of this year the province will have 
drawn a revenue from the local courts of about £2,000. This 
is the aggregate. Several of the smaller counties do not, as 
might be expected, produce sufficient fees to pay their court 
establishments; while others, larger and more populous, give 
a considerable overplus. In the twenty counties in which there 
is a deficiency, the aggregate is 1,637/. 18s. 7d. for the last 
half-year. In the eleven counties exhibiting a surplus, the 
aggregate is 2,5391. 19s. 4d. for the same period. The whole 
charge on the fee fund connected with the maintenance of the 
County and Division Courts is under £19,000 for the whole of 
the year. The net fees received the last half-year considerably 
exceed £10,000. These facts and figures afford material for 
reflection and observation ; at present we merely refer to them 
as showing that the local courts are more than self-supporting, 
and that this important branch of the public service in Upper 
Canada does not cost the province one shilling to maintain. 
—Abridged from the Canada Law Journal. 





Mr. Sergeant Kinglake, M.P. for Rochester, and Recorder 
of Bristol, was sworn in as magistrate of Somersetshire, at the 
late Quarter Sessions for that county. 


The Queen has to appointed Mr. Charles Fisher to be Attor- 
ney General for the Province of New Brunswick. 


At the sitting of the Court on Monday Mr. Ogle was called 
upon to take his seat as Tubman, he having been appointed 
to that ancient and honourable office, vacated by the elevation 
oi Mr. Lush to the dignity of Queen’s Counsel. 

The failure of Messrs Slade & Vining, solicitors, of Yeovil, 
is attributed to the non-suceess of some building speculations in 
London. Mr. Vining is one of the shareholders in the Royal 
Surrey Gardens Company. 


At a pension of the Hon. Society of Gray’s-inn, on Wednes- 
day, the following gentlemen took their seats as benchers of the 
Society—viz., W. H. Bodkin, Esq., J. W. Huddleston, Esq., 
Q.C., R. Lush, Esq., Q.C., and H. Manisty, Esq., Q.C. 

St. Barbe Sladen, 14, Parliament-street, Westminster, Gent., 
has been appointed by the Supreme Court of Victoria a Com- 
missioner of that Court for taking affidavits in England.— 
London Gazette. 


In the Court of Bankruptcy a proclamation of outlawry was 
made on Tuesday against Thomas Dean, of Barnes, and King’s 
Bench-walk, Temple, solicitor, who absconded after committing 
forgeries to a large amount. 


Mr. Wordsworth, Mr. Locke, Mr. Skinner, Mr. Huddleston, 
Mr. Lush, Mr. Monk, Mr. Forsyth, and Mr. Manisty having 
been appointed of her Majesty’s counsel, and Mr. Pigott 
having received a patent of precedence, were called within the 
Bar on Monday, and took their places accordingly. 


In the session 1854-55 two election petitions were disposed 
of by the House of Commons (including those withdrawn); in 
1856, two also; in the first session of 1857, three; and in the 
second session (after the general election), about 50. During 
the second session of 1857 nine members were unseated, chiefly 
for bribery, and the writs for two places were suspended. Out 
of 74 petitions presented, 33 were withdrawn. 


We hear that a work very interesting to the friends of law 
reform, is on the eve of publication, by the excellent judge of 
our county court, Sir Eardly Wilmot, Bart. It contains, we 
understand, an analysis of the numerous Acts of Parliament in- 
troduced, and successively carried, by Lord Brougham, for the 
reform of our laws, civil as well as criminal, accompanied by 
notes and comments of the author.—Bristol Mirror. 


In the Court of Queen’s Bench on Monday, Mr. Garth said 
he was instructed by the Incorporated Law Society to move 
for a rule calling upon a person of the name of John Shattock, 
an attorney, to show cause why he should not be struck off 
the rolls for misconduct. Shattock was convicted of forgery 
at the last Liverpool assizes, and was now undergoing the 














punishment of three years penal servitude——The rule was 
granted. 


Thursday, the 12th instant, has been appointed for the 
nomination of gentlemen to serve the office of sheriffs for 
England and Wales during the next year. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, the President of the Council, and other 
ministers of state will attend, and the whole of the judges 
will be present for the purpose of submitting their nominations 
for her Majesty’s selection and approval. The proceedings 
will take place in the Court of Exchequer, Westminster Hall. 


The auditor’s statements of the payments made in respect 
of the election for South Durham has been published. The 
two seats have cost upwards of £14,000, towards which the 
sitting members, Lord Harry Vane and Mr. Pease, contribute 
£8,000, and Mr. Farrer, the defeated candidate, £6,396. In 
one district, Mr. Farrer’s “ professional” expenses were equal 
to about 30s. on each vote polled; and throughout the whole 
division he paid his solicitors an average of 1/. 0s. 8d. per vote. 
Lord Harry paid his lawyers at the rate of 16s. 4d. per vote; 
and Mr. Pease 5s. In hotel and miscellaneous charges, too, 
Mr. Farrer holds first place; his expenses under this head 
being £1,991; whilst those of Lord Harry Vane were £1,101 ; 
and Mr. Pease’s £553. 
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The French Tribunals, 





A very interesting case to the commercial world was raised 
before the Tribunal of Commerce on Monday, the 2nd instant. 
An action was brought by Messrs. Speiluan & Co., the well- 
known money changers of the Rue Vivienne, against the Lyons 
Railway Company, to obtain payment of 739 francs 50 cents., 
the amount of seventeen coupons of interest on shares. The 
Lyons Railway Company refused to pay these coupons, because 
they had been lost by a M. Leroy, who, on discovery of his loss, 
advertised the company, and put in an opposition to their pay- 
ment. On the part of the plaintiffs it was urged that they had 
purchased the coupons in the regular course of business, and 
they had no reason to suppose that they had been dishonestly 
obtained by the person who had sold them. It was also the 
custom of the trade to receive coupons like bank notes, without 
requiring the name and address of the person presenting them. 
The Tribunal condemned the company to pay Messrs. Speilman, 
the plaintiffs in the action, the sum claimed. M. Leroy then 
brought an action against the company for the amount of his 
loss. The facts were the same as those disclosed in the pre- 
ceding case. The Tribunal rejected the claim, and gave a deci- 
sion in favour of the defendants. 





The Tribunal of Correctional Police has been occupied for 
several days in investigating the details of some wholesale 
forgerics lately perpetrated. The facts, as far as they have been 
elicited, are these: —A man, one day last week, presented at the 
bank of Messrs. de Rothschild a bill for 450 francs, bearing the 
acceptance of Messrs. B., of Geneva, with whom the bank is in 
the habit of transacting business. The cashier found that no 
notice of the drawing of the bill had been forwarded, and, on 
examining the bill closely, he became convinced that it was a 
forgery. ‘The man was carried before the commissary of police 
of the district, and to him he stated that he had merely presented 
the bill for his brother, 2 respectable wine-shopkeeper of the 
Boulevard de Strasbourg. This turned out to be true. The 
wine-shopkeeper was then sent for. He said that he had re- 
ceived the bill from a customer in payment of a debt of fifty 
francs, and he had given him 400 francs change. The customer, 
in his turn, stated that he had received it from one M » in 
part payment of the purchase of the good-will of a wholesale 
wine business, which that person had purchased from him. 
M was then sought for, but could not be found. Further 
inquiries made respecting him led to the discovery that he was a 
notorious swindler of Geneva, who had lately obtained supplies 
of goods on the false pretext that he was about to establish him- 
self in business, and that he was not only to have remitted to 
him a sum of 30,000 francs from Geneva, but that he held 
bills on Messrs. de Rothschild amounting to between 35,000 and 
40,000 frances. Among other things it appeared that this 
dexterous swindler had bargained with a tradeswoman in the 
Rue Neuve St. Eustache to purchase the good-will of her busi- 
ness. Qn the day fixed for the payment of the money he told 
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her that he had been disappointed in the receipt of a sum of 
80,000 francs, which he expected, but that it would be sure to 
arrive in a few days. On these pretences he prevailed on her to 
lend him a sum of 500 francs, with which he decamped and has 
not since been heard of. 





The article in the penal code which provides for the punish- 
ment of the crime of adultery is by no means allowed to remain 
a dead letter on the statute book. A case which came last week 
before the Tribunal of Correctional Police forms a good illustra- 
tion of this. It is rendered more interesting by the rather novel 
plea which the guilty parties urged in mitigation of punishment. 
The defendants were both young, and belonged to the middle 
class of society. There was no attempt to deny their guilt, 
which, indeed, was fully proved. In extenuation of their 
offence it was stated, that some years ago they had conceived a 
violent passion for each other, and were engaged to be married, 
but that family misfortunes prevented their union, and that the 
woman married another; that after a while they again met, 
and, their passion reviving, the woman ,who was not happy with 
her husband, left him to join her lover, and had ever since lived 
with the latter, having a child by him. The Tribunal, unmoved 
by this romance in real life, condemned the woman to six months’ 
imprisonment, and the man to three. The latter was also fined 
in the sum of one hundred francs. 

A double murder was committed on Monday, the 2nd instant, 
in the house No. 59, Faubourg St. Antoine, Paris, which is oc- 
cupied by a number of small manufacturers and tradesmen, and 
during the day the house is frequented by very many persons 
who have business relations with its different occupants. 
Among them was a man named Butel, a hawker of jewellery, 
who had resided there for about four years with a woman named 
Eugénie Léotard. These two have been the victims of this hor- 
rible crime. Butel has two illegitimate children, one of whom, 
aged thirteen, was apprenticed in the neighbourhood, and the 
other, some years younger, lived at home. In the morning, 
about seven o'clock, the eldest boy, who had got a holiday, 
came home to spend the day with his father. He knocked 
several times at the door, and called to his father by name, but 
without receiving any answer. Surprised at finding no one at 
home at that early hour, the boy went to speak to the porter, by 
whom he was assured that his father had not gone out. He then 
went up again, and on the stairs leading from the third to the 
fourth floor, where his father resided, met two men coming 
rapidly down. On reaching the apartment of his parent he 
found the door ajar, and was horror-struck at finding his father 
lying dead on the floor, having only his shirt and trousers on, 
and with a complete pool of blood round him, which had 
flowed from two large gashes on the head. The woman was 
lying on the bed, also weltering in blood. The cries of the boy 
brought a number of the people in the house to the spot. Some 
of them said they had heard a noise in the room a short time 
before, but imagined that it was only a domestic squabble, to 
which they had been accustomed, and they therefore took no 
notice of it. Information was immediately sent to the commis- 
sary of police, and a rigid investigation has been commenced. 
It is supposed that the murder has been committed from motives 
of personal vengeance, as no robbery appears to have taken 
place ; and, from the state of the dress of Butel, it is thought 
that the murderers came while he was in bed, on pretence of 
wanting to buy some of his merchandise, and that he hastily 
got up and slipped on his trousers. 





M. Lassagne, President of the Court of Cassation, one of the 
highest judicial functionaries in France, died a few days ago in 
Rome, at the advanced age of 88. He has been interred beeween 
Poussin and Claude Gelée, better known in this country as 
Claude Lorraine, to whom M. de Chateaubriand, on the occa- 
sion of his second embassy, rather tardily erected a monument. 
The son of M. Lassagne is advocate auditor in the Chancery of 
France. To him is attributed the celebrated memoir of M. 
le Comte de Rayneval. 


Legislation of the Bear, 


20 & 21 VICTORLA, 1857.—(Continued.) 
CAP. LXXVII.—An Act to amend the Law relating to Probates 
and Letters of Administration in England. 
The first thing which requires notice respecting this Act is, 
hat it is not in operation; and that, at present, it seems 





quite uncertain when it will become so. By the 1st section, it 
is said, that, “except where otherwise specially provided,” it is 
to come into operation on such day, not sooner than January 1, 
1858, as shall be appointed by Order in Council, provided that 
such order shall be made one month, at least, previously to the 
day so to be appointed. The Act, therefore, cannot come into 
operation, generally, even on the Ist of January next, unless an 
Order in Council shall issue for that purpose on or before the Ist 
December next; and there do not appear to be any special pro- 
visions modifying this as to certain parts of the Act, notwith- 
standing the words above cited. 

It may be a convenient course to separate this long and most 
important statute, into such parts as present themselves promi- 
nently for consideration in endeavouring to acquire an accurate 
conception of the whole; and of each of these some account 
shall be given. But to treat this statute in detail would not 
only require a volume to itself, but (no rules or orders having 
been promulgated respecting it) any such investigation would 
be premature, and probably of little utility. The Act under 
discussion, therefore, may properly be considered under the fol- 
lowing divisions, independently of certain miscellaneous provi- 
sions which do not affect its general scope and design: — 

I. As to its effect on existing courts and jurisdictions. II, As 
to the constitution of the new Court of Probate. III. As to 
those who may practise therein. IV. As to the course of proce- 
dure, in matters and causes testamentary, to be adopted—1, In 
the district registries; 2, in the county court; 3, in the Court 
of Probate itself. V. Asto appeals. And of these in their order. 


I.—As to the Effect of the Act under Discussion on eaisting 
Courts and Jurisdictions. 

By ss. 8 and 4, the whole of the jurisdiction and authority of 
all courts and jurisdictions whatever in England, in relation to 
the grant or revocation of probate of wills and letters of admi- 
nistration of the effects of deceased persons, is transferred from 
such courts and persons, respectively, to the Crown; and 
jurisdiction and authority to grant or revoke the same, and to 
hear and determine all questions relating to matters and causes 
testamentary, is given to be exercised, in the name of the Crown, 
in a Court of Probate to be held in London or Middlesex, as 
her Majesty in Council shall from time to time appoint. 

By s. 23, no suits for legacies or for the distribution of residues 
are henceforth to be entertained by any court or person whose 
jurisdiction as to matters and causes testamentary is abolished 
by the Act under discussion. But the jurisdiction in regard to 
such suits is not transferred to the Court of Probate. And 
hence such suits can henceforth only be entertained in the 
Court of Chancery; or (to the extent of £50), in the county 
court for the district in which the deceased resided at the time 
of death. 

By ss. 89, 90, the acting judge, registrar, or other person 
with jurisdiction as to grant of probate or administration before 
the commencement of the Act under discussion, or having the 
custody of the documents or papers belonging to the court or 
person with such jurisdiction, is, on receiving a requisition for 
that purpose from a registrar under the seal of the Court of 
Probate, to transmit (under a penalty) all the documents and 
papers in his possession or control, relating to matters or causes 
testamentary, to be deposited and arranged in the district or 
principal registry, as the case may require. 

By ss. 116—118, power is given to the College of Doctors-of- 
Law, incorporated 22nd June, 8th Geo. 3, to dispose of their real 
and personal estate, and to lay out and apply the income for the 
benefit of the college or its members; and also to surrender their 
charter to the Crown, after a resolution to that effect shall have 
been come to by the majority; and power is given to the Trea- 
sury, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, to purchase 
or provide, if necessary, suitable buildings for the court and re- 
gistries—the present building used as the public registry of the 
Prerogative Court being (by s. 108) vested in the registrars for 
the time being of the Court of Probate. 

II.—As to the Constitution of the new Court of Probate. 

By ss. 5—9, the Court of Probate is to have a single judge 
(holding office during good behaviour), being, or having been, 
an advocate of ten, or a barrister of fifteen, years standing, and 


be a Court of Record, and is to have the same power, and its 
grants and orders the same effect, throughout all England (and 
in relation to the personal estate in all parts of England of de- 
ceased persons) as the Prerogative Court has hitherto had in the 
province of Canterbury, and in relation to those matters and 
causes testamentary and those effects of deceased persons, 





hitherto within the jurisdiction of the said Prerogative Court; 





with a salary of £4,000 a year. And by s. 23, the court is to - 
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and all the duties of ordinaries generally, or of the said Prero- 
gative Court, in respect of probates, administrations, or matters 
or causes testamentary, within their respective jurisdictions, are 
to be performed by the Court of Probate, with the exception 
(above noticed) as to suits for legacies and residues. 

Belonging to this Court of Probate, there is to be a principal 
registry ; and also district registries, one for each of the several 
districts scheduled to the Act: and each of such registries are 
to be presided over by registrars or a registrar, and is to have 
proper clerks and officers. The registrars are to hold their 
offices during good behaviour, and the other officers at the plea- 
sure of the judge of the Probate Court and the Lord Chancellor ; 
and both registrars and officers are to be, as the general rule, 
appointed by the judge. 

Ancillary to the Court of Probate, in matters coming within 
the contentious jurisdiction and authority of the court, in refer- 
ence to the grant or revocation of probate or administration, are 
the different district county courts already established. For 
with regard to those cases in which the personal estate of 
the deceased is under £200 at the time of death, or the real 
property under £300, the judge of the district county court may 
(where any contentious matter arises) make a decree for grant or 
revocation of probate or administration ; but his decree is subject 
to appeal to the Court of Probate (s. 58); and a recourse for such 
grant need never be made to a district registry, or through 
any county court, but application may, in all cases, be made 
through the principal registry of the Court of Probate, subject, 
however, to this qualification—viz. that if any contentious 
matter arise, in respect of which the county court would other- 
wise have had jurisdiction, the judge of the Court of Probate 
may send the cause to the county court, to be proceeded with 
there. It is not added in the Act, but it is presumed, that, in 
such a case (as well as where the application for a grant is 
through the county court in the first instance), there will be an 
appeal (under s. 58) from the county court judge’s decision to 
that of the Court of Probate. 

II.—As to those who may practise in the Court of Probate. 

By ss. 40, 41, all persons who, on or before the 25th Aug., 
1857, had been admitted advocates in any of the ecclesiastical 
courts, may practise as advocates or counsel in all matters and 
causes whatsoever in the Court of Probate, and in any of her 
Majesty’s courts of law and equity in England; with the same 
eligibility to appointments under Acts of Parliament, or otherwise, 
as if they had been duly called to the degree of barrister on the 
day when they were respectively admitted as advocates: and 
all serjeants and barristers shall be entitled to practise as advo- 
cates or counsel in all contentious matters and causes in the 
said court. It will be noticed here, that, though advocates may 
practise in the Court of Probate in adi matters, the right of ser- 
jeants and barristers to practise therein is confined to contentious 
proceedings. 

By ss. 42, 43, every person who, on the said 25th Aug., was 
actually admitted and practising as a proctor at Doctors’ Com- 
mons, the Prerogative Court of York, or in any diocesan or any 
archidiaconal court (having previously served under articles 
either to an attorney or proctor), may, on application at any 
time before 25th Aug., 1858, be admitted a proctor of the 
Court of Probate without payment of any fee or stamp duty. 

It is to be noticed that this time of limitation has reference to 
the time the Act passed, not to that at which it is to come into 
operation. 

By s. 43, every person who, at the time of the commence- 

ment of the Act under discussion, was acting registrar or 
deputy-registrar in any ecclesiastical court, or was so admitted 
and practising as a proctor in Doctors’ Commons, or in any 
ecclesiastical court in England or Wales, may, at any time be- 
fore the 25th Aug., 1858, and without fee or stamp duty, be 
admitted a solicitor of the Court of Chancery, and afterwards 
an attorney of the superior courts. It is to be noticed that this 
time of limitation begins to run from the time the Act comes 
into operation, not from when it passed. 
_ By s. 44, every person who, at the same time as mentioned 
in the preceding section, was serving as articled clerk to a 
proctor entitled to take him as such, may become a solicitor, and 
afterwards an attorney, in the same manner, and on the same 
conditions, as if, before that date, he had been duly articled to 
a solicitor or attorney. 

By s, 45, all solicitors and attorneys-at-law may practise in 
the Court of Probate; and the laws and statutes now in force 
concerning solicitors and attorneys shall extend to solicitors and 
attorneys practising in the said court; and the commissioners 
fot taking oaths in the High Court of Chancery shall be com- 
mSioners for taking oaths in the Court of Probate. 





In reference to this last clagse, notice should also be taken of 
the 27th section, enabling oaths to be administered by the re- 
gistrars and district registrars; by persons acting as surrogates 
at the time the Act comes into operation; and by any other 
persons appointed for the purpose from time to time by the 
Judge of the Court of Probate under the seal of the court. 
Such surrogates and persons so appointed are also to have full 
power “ to perform such other duties in reference to matters and 
causes testamentary as may be assigned to them from time to 
time by the rules and orders” made under the Act under discus- 
sion. It is not easy to say to what duties this vague provi- 
sion is intended to refer. It may be remarked, also, that no 
mention appears to be made as to the commissioners appointed 
to take oaths by the judges of the superior courts of law under 
the Act of Charles II. 


IV.—As to the Procedure. 


1. In the District Registries.—By s. 46, probate of a will or 
letters of administration may, on application for that purpose 
to the district registry, be granted in common form by the dis- 
trict registrar, in the name of the Court of Probate, and under 
the district seal, on (it is presumed, production of a will pro- 
perly executed, and on) affidavit that the testator or intestate, 
at the time of death, had a fixed place of abode within the dis- 
trict; and such probate or letters of administration shall have 
effect over the personal estate of the deceased in all parts of 
England. By s. 49, notice of application of such grant is, by 
the next post, to be transmitted by the district registrar to the 
principal registry, specifying the name and deseription or ad- 
dition of the testator or intestate, the place of his abode, and 
the date of his death, and such other particulars as may be here- 
after directed by rule or order; and the district registrar is to 
withhold the grant prayed for, until he shal! have received a 
certificate from the principal registry that no other application 
in respect of the goods of the same deceased person appears to 
have been made. And by s. 50, the district registrar, in all 
cases of doubt, is to transmit a statement of the matter in ques- 
tion to the registrars of the Court of Probate, who shall obtain 
the directions of the judge relative thereto. Moreover, every 
month, at the least, a list of all the grants made is (by s. 
51) to be forwarded by the district registrar to the registrars 
of the Court of Probate. But the original wills are to be filed 
and preserved by the district registrar in a public registry to be 
provided for the district. 

Caveats against the grant of probates or administration may, 
by s. 53, be lodged in any district registry (as well as in the 
principal registry), to correspond, in regard to the practice and 
procedure thereunder, with the caveats now in use in the Prero- 
gative Court of Canterbury (as to which see Coote’s Pr. p. 
439); and on a caveat being entered in the principal registry, 
notice thereof is to be sent to the district registrar, and vice 
versa. 

2. In the County Court.—On a decree being made by a judge 
of the county court for grant or revocation of probate or admi- 
nistration, the registrar of the county court is (by s. 55) to 
transmit to the district registrar a certificate, under the county 
court seal, of such decree having been made; whereupon pro- 
bate or administration, in compliance with such decree, is to be 
issued from, or recalled or varied by, the district registry. And 
by s. 56, the judge of the county court—subject to the rules 
and orders made under the Act under discussion—is to have all 
the jurisdiction, power, and authority to decide any disputed 
question, and enforce his judgment and orders in relation thereto, 
as in an ordinary action in the county court. 

3. In the Court of Probate itself—The practice in the princi- 
pal registry with regard to the proceeding to obtain grant of 
probate or administration where no contentious matter arises, 
will be, it may be presumed, similar to that chalked out by the 
Act under discussion for obtaining such grant through a district 
registry. But the chief indication of the general practice which 
is to obtain in the Court of Probate is, that, by the 29th section 
of the Act under discussion, it is declared that, except where 
otherwise thereby provided, or by the rules or orders to be from 
time to time made thereunder, such practice is to be, so far as 
the circumstances of the case will admit, according to the present 
practice in the Prerogative Court. This practice, so far as 
causes testamentary are concerned, exclusive of suits for legacies 
and for distribution, which (as before observed) must for the 
future be proceeded with only in the Court of Chancery, is fully 
detailed in Coote’s Practice, pp. 489—674. By the 30th section, 
however, of the Act under discussion, it is further provided, that 
‘to the intent and end that the procedure and practice of the 
court may be of the most simple and expeditious character,” 
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the Lord Chancellor and the Lord Chief Justice of the Queen’s 
Bench (or any one of the judges of the superior courts of law to be 
by him named), and the judge of the Prerogative Court, may make 
rules and orders for regulating the procedure and practice of the 
court and the duties of the registrars, district registrars, and 
other officers; and for determining what shall be deemed con- 
tentious and what non-contentious business; and (subject to the 
provisions of the Act under discussion) for fixing the time and 
manner of appeals; and generally for carrying the provisions of 
the Act under discussion into effect. 

There are, however, a variety of matters on which the Act 
under discussion makes express provision as to the procedure to 
be adopted. Thus, by s. 31, the witnesses and parties in all 
contentious matters, where their attendance can be had, are to 
be examined orally, by or before the judge, in open court; 
liberty being, at the same time, reserved to the parties to verify 
their cases by affidavit; by s. 33, the rules of evidence in the 
superior courts of common law are to be applicable and observed 
in the trial of all questions of fact; and by ss. 35—38, such 
questions may be tried by a jury before the Court of Probate 
itself, or may be sent to be so tried, in the form of an issue, to 
any of the superior courts of law. 

V.—As to Appeals. 

In cases decided by the judge of a county court, the party 
dissatisfied with the determination of such judge in point of 
law, or upon the admission or rejection of any evidence in any 
matter or cause under the Act under discussion, may (by s. 58) 
appeal from the same to the Court of Probate; and the decision 
of that Court shall be final. 

And, moreover, any person considering himself aggrieved by 
any final or interlocutory decree or order of the Court of Pro- 
bate (other, it may be presumed, than any decree or order made 
on an appeal from the determination of a county court judge), 
may (by s. 39) appeal therefrom to the House of Lords. There 
is, however, a proviso, on the one hand, that no appeal from any 
interlocutory order shall be so made without leave of the Court 
of Probate itself; and, on the other, that, on the hearing of an 
appeal from any final decree, all interlocutory orders complained 
of shall be considered as under appeal, as well as the final decree. 


<> 
— 


BReeent Decisions in Chancery. 








Jus Quxsitum TERTIO. 

Peddie v. Brown, 5 W. R. 871; Finnie v. The Glasgow and 
South-Western Railway Company, House of Lords, 13th 
August, 1857. : 

In these two appeals from decisions of the Court of Session 
in Scotland, the doctrine of the jus tertii was very much dis- 
cussed. It is thus stated by Lord Stair, in his Instituts. (p. 95): 
“When parties contract, if there be any article in favour of 
a third party at any time, est jus quesitum tertio, which cannot 
be recalled by either or both of the contractors; but he may 
compel either of them to exhibit the contract, and thereupon 
the obliged may be compelled to perform.” Lord Stair takes 
this definition from Molina, but he cites several cases decided in 
the Scotch Courts to show that it is a fair statement of the law 
of Scotland. Thus we find cases where a gratuitous promise 
made in favour of a third party who was not present, and 
never accepted, was enforced against the promisor. In these 
cases, however, the promise was not dependent upon acceptance, 
nor did it require anything to be done on the part of him to 
whom it was made. In Warnoch v. Murdoch, Fac. Dec. A.D. 
1759, No. 156, a man, in his marriage contract with his in- 
tended wife, contracted for the payment to her of an annuity 
after his death; but in case his step-mother should survive him 
his wife being then alive, she and her annuity were to be bur- 
dened with the payment of £12 a year (part of the said 
annuity) to the step-mother. After the marriage, the husband 
revoked by deed the gift to his step-mother; and she and the 
wife having both survived, the wife refused to pay the £12 
annuity ; whereupon the step-mother brought her action, and 
obtained judgment. The grounds upon which this judgment 
proceeded are not stated in the report, but the arguments on 
both sides appear to have been limited to the question of jus 
tertit. In Peddie vy. Brown, the plaintiff had granted a lease of 
a colliery for nineteen years to the defendant. Subsequently, a 
railway was projected, which it was proposed should go through 
the land in question. On its being opposed by the defendant, 
an agreement was entered into between him and the company, 
whereby the company undertook to make a branch line to the 





colliery ; but subsequent litigation having arisen between the 
parties, it was finally arranged to rescind this agreement, in con- 
sideration of which the company undertook to pay the defend- 
ant £5,000. In these transactions no reference was made to 
the plaintiff or his interest; and the defendant, having received 
the £5,000, two years afterwards surrendered the residue of the 
term, as he was entitled to do under a clause in the lease giving 
him an option to do so in an event which had happened. 
The plaintiff, by his action, claimed to have such part 
of the £5,000 as might be proportional to the unexpired 
portion of the lease, or, at all events, as much as should 
be necessary for the construction of the connecting line of 
railway. The House of Lords decided against the plain- 
tiff, on the ground that there was neither a contract under which 
he could derive a right, nor was there a jus quesitum tertio in him, 
It was contended for the plaintiff, that, even upon the principles 
of English law, he was entitled so to participate in the consider- 
ation money. The authority relied upon to support this conten- 
tion was Synnot v. Simpson (5 H. L. Cas. 121), which, 
inasmuch as it relates to the rights of a bond creditor under a 
deed providing for the payment of debts, had little application 
to the present case. The fact that no other case on this point 
was cited from our Reports, shows that the plaintiff’s argument 
was not maintainable as English law ; though there is no ques- 
tion, that, in this country, under some contracts, a right may be 
acquired by persons who are not named parties. Indeed, by 8& 
9 Vict.c. 106, s. 5,it is enacted, that, under an indenture executed 
after 1st October, 1845, an immediate estate or interest in here- 
ditaments, and the benefit of a condition or covenant re- 
specting any hereditaments, may be taken, although the taker 
thereof be not named a party to the indenture. This enactment, 
however, does not affect any question of jus tertii, so as to inter- 
fere with the doctrine of our courts as to volunteers. As to the 
Scotch doctrine, the two cases named above may be said to 
establish these propositions :—I1st, The jus guesitum must not 
be merely a jus in which the tertius is interested, but it must be 
a jus intended to be beneficial to the ¢ertius; an accidental bene- 
fit, or one which might be shared in common with the public 
generally, would, therefore, not constitute such a right; and, 
2ndly, though the tertius need not be named in the contract, he 
must be sufficiently described or pointed out to enable him to 
sue. In Finnie v. The Glasgow gc. Co., Lord Wensleydale thus 
describes the doctrine of jus tertii:——-“‘ Where there is an express 
stipulation in a contract in favour of any one, it is in effect an 
agreement between the parties that the stipulation shall be per- 
formed with him; and though he is not a party to the agree- 
ment, nor at any time assenting to it, he may afterwards adopt 
the agreement, and sue uponit.” That this is very different 
from our English notions of law, is sufficiently manifest from 
what Lord St. Leonards says in Synnot v. Simpson—viz. “ that 
a trust created even for creditors without bargain or com- 
munication with them cannot be enforced by them.” In the 
judgments of the Lord Chancellor and Lord Wensleydale in 
both the above-named cases, it is not clearly stated how far 
their Lordships proceeded upon the principles of the Scotch law 
only, nor does it appear to what extent they consider that our 
English law recognises the jus tertit. 


CHAMPERTY—PURCHASES BY SOLICITORS FROM THEIR 
CLIENTS. 
Knight v. Bowyer, 6 W. R. 


Among a multitude of other defences which were set up in 
this most ponderous suit, the old doctrine of champerty was 
once more relied on, to be once more evaded, on the strength of 
the authorities which have practically reduced its operation to 
a nullity. In the old times, when “ the perfection of reason” 
laid it down that choses in action were not assignable, the 
iniquity of the offence of champerty was likely enough to strike 
the imagination of legislators and judges; but now that every 
created thing, or chance of a thing, is bought and sold, valued 
and mortgaged, it is no wonder that the respectable horror 
once entertained of buying an estate the title to which was in 
dispute should have gradually melted away, until ‘ champerty” 
has come to mean little more than a forlorn hope, to be pleaded 
when there is no other answer to be given to a bill. The pre- 
sent position of the doctrine is rather anomalous. Lord Lidon, 
in Wood v. Downes (18 Ves. 120), most distinctly recognised 
the principle, and to some extent acted on it, although other 
considerations entered into that case, which really was, what 
the present was erroneously supposed to be, that of a purchase 
by a solicitor from his client. In Harrington vy. Long (2 My. 
& K. 590) Sir John Leach most carefully recorded his approval 
of the broad doctrine, at the same time that he held that it did 
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not constitute maintenance to assign the benefit of a suit, unless 
it were made a condition that the assignee should prosecute it. 
This subtle distinction at once relieved all the ordinary cases 
of the assignment of property in litigation from the effect of 
the doctrines of maintenance and champerty; and this remains, 
and is likely to remain, the culminating authority on the sub- 
ject. Practically, champerty is a dead letter; and though the 
principle is always stoutly asserted by the Court, the applica- 
tion almost always happens to fail. It is just possible for an 
unlucky purchaser to continue to bring himself so exactly 
within the terms of the received definitions as to be past help 
even from a willing tribunal; but Knight v. Bowyer, though it 
in no way goes beyond the law of Harrington v. Long, and does 
not at all impeach the general doctrine (which, perhaps, could 
not well be done, as it is partly founded on statute), neverthe- 
less shows that the purchase of litigated property will not very 
easily be construed to amount to champerty. The facts on this 
point were, that the creditors of Sir George Bowyer—some 
holding judgments, others annuities, and so on—had been 
engaged for some thirty years in litigation, intended to establish 
their respective rights to the property. Very low down in the 
list came three annuitants; and the solicitors of one of them 
bought up the interest, not of their own client, but of the other 
two, who were unwilling themselves to join in new proceedings, 
which had become necessary if their claim was to be pushed on. 
This, it was contended, amounted to champerty, it being the 
purchase of an interest in property which was already the sub- 
ject of one suit, and about which it was intended to carry on 
another. No one affected to doubt that the purchase was made 
for the express purpose of asserting by legal means the rights 
which the original holders despaired of enforcing, and no very 
intelligible explanation was given of the difference between such 
a transaction and those which were formerly thought so objec- 
tionable when they were denounced as maintenance and cham- 
perty. But the Master of the Rolls held by Harrington vy. Long ; 
and, while it was impossible to say why the real plaintiffs 
had not been guilty of champerty, it was equally clear that Har- 
rington v. Long, and many other cases, were distinct authorities 
in their favour. The result seems almost to be, that champerty 
is a vital and subsisting doctrine which never has any applica- 
tion to any particular case—which is, perhaps, the next best 
thing to a repeal of all the statutes and a reversal of all the 
judgments on which the ancient idea is founded. 

Another point which was raised in the defence was, that the 
purchase was by a solicitor from his client. This, as we have 
stated, proved to be a mistake, but not before the argument had 
elicited from the Bench the express dictum that an objection of 
this kind is one which it is not competent for any one but the 
client himself to take. 





Professional Zi Entelligence, 


ANNUAL REGISTRATION OF ATTORNEYS. 

The Forms of Declaration, under the 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, may 
be had on application at the Office of. the Incorporated Law 
Society, Chancery-lane. 

The members of the profession are requested to be particular 
in filling them up, either by themselves, their partners, or their 
London agents, to send them to the office on as early a day as 
possible, and to attend to the following 

REGULATIONS : 

1. No declaration can be acted upon which docs not contain 
ail the particulars required by the Act of Parliament. 

2. Every declaration must be delivered at the office six days 
before a certificate can be granted. 

3. No certificate will be delivered out till Friday, Nov. 20. 

4. In the first six days, commencing on Nov. 20, certificates 
will be delivered only to such London agents as shall in due 
time previously have sent in the declaration of themselves and 
their country clients, accompanied by a list thereof arranged in 
alphabetical order, and written on fi lscap paper b 

5. These six days to be appropriated among the London 
agents, in the following order :—The letters refer to the initial 
of the agent’s surname or that of the senior partner in the case 
of a firm. 

Those commencing with— 

Be OP The wvnsccess Mes tetccartecessct eae aut 
or We Wh UE Bacscosecessscnscece’ ates 
Ae Man Re OP Auletostctestctgreces 
K, L, M, te O, or ‘ua aaeeen eee 
QR ROE TER” scoercsas spac 
T, U, V, W, X, Y, or Zw. 





6. On every day subsequent to Nov. 26, the certificates will 
be delivered to the rest of the profession. 

7. The fee of 2s. 3d., for issuing each certificate is to be paid 
on taking the same away. 

*,* It is desirable that the London agents should send in 
their lists soon, in order that the certificates may be completed 
in due time, as they are in number nearly 7,000. 





METROPOLITAN & PROVINCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION. 

At the Annual Provincial Meeting held at Manchester, on 
the 8th, 9th, and 10th ult., deputations attended from the Law 
Societies of Birmingham, Bristol, Gateshead, Gloucestershire, 
Hull, Kent, Lancaster, Leeds, Liverpool, Manchester, New- 
castle, Worcestershire, and from the Justices’ Clerks’ Society. 
It will, therefore, be seen that many members attended in a re- 
presentative as well as an individual capacity, and this fact 
should be borne in mind in estimating the importance of the 





meeting. 


The chair was taken by W. StrickKLaAnD CooKson, Esq. 
Among the members present were :— 


Allen, Wm., Worcester 

Allen, W. S., Birmingham 

Allen, E., Manchester 

Anderton, J., London 

Banner, E., Liverpool 

Baker, F., Derby 

Baker, T., Manchester 

Barwick, J. M., Leeds 

Bell, Wm., London 

Brockbank, John, Lancaster 

Beale, T. M., Worcester 

Ball, E., Pershore 

Barrow, James, Manchester 

Bingham, George, Manchester 

Barr, Robert, Leeds 

Bromley, E., London 

Bunting, T. P., 

Burrup, John, Sec. Law Society, 
Gloucester 

Benham, E., London 

Bower, A. P., London 

Bulmer, John, Leeds 

Clabon, J. M., gyi 

Cookson, W. S., London 

Clayton, pve "Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Chattock, R. S., Solihull 

Crossley, James, Manchester 

Coombs, Thomas, Dorchester 

Clapham, S., Leeds 

Case, J., Maidstone 

Chesshire, B., Birmingham 

Clarke, George, Worcester 

Cox, Alfred, Sodbury, President 
Gloucestershire Law Society 

Colville, T. M., Macclesfield 

Devonshire, T. H., London 

Dearden, J. H., Manchester 

Dees, R. R., Treasurer of Law So- 
ciety, Newcastle on-Tyne 

Enfield, R., Nottingham 

Fitoft, J., Manchester 

Foyster, Wm., Manchester 

Field, E. W., London 

Green, R. Y., Under Sheriff, New- 
castle-on-Tyne 

Gibson, C., Town Clerk, Salford 

Hall, Henry, Clitheroe 

Harris, H., V. P. Gloucestershire 
Law Society, Cain's Cross, near 
Stroud 

Harrison, G. M., London 

Harper, Wm., Bury 

Hall, John, Lancaster 

Heaven, C. G., V. P, Law Society, 
Bristol 

Hindley, D. P., London 

Heelis, S., Manchester 

Hampson, F., Manchester 

Haigh, George, Liverpool 

Holden, L., Hon. Sec. Law Society, 
Lancaster 

Hodgson, T. R. T., Birmingham 

Jones, J., Worcester 

Janson, F. H., London 

Jackson, J. A., Hull 

Janion, J., Manchester 





Kennedy, T., London 

Kearns, W. M., London 

Landon, F. N., Brentwood 

Lewis, J., Wrexham 

Lewis, E., Manchester 

Lambert, R., Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Leverson, M., London 

Lowndes, M. D., Liverpool 

Lawrance, E., London 

Lace, A., Live’ 1 

Monckton, J., Maidstone 

Moss, W. H., Mayor of Hull 

Mitchell, W. H., Tarporley, Che- 
shire 

Makin, T., Lancaster 

Manning, C. J., London 

Morgan, W., Birmingham 

Morris, J., London 

Nicks, Thomas, Warwick 

Payne, R. A., Liverpool 

Pickslay, E. J., Wakefield 

Parkinson, J. H., Horncastle 

Partington, W. H., Manchester 

Parker, R. A., London 

Paul, R. C., Tetbury, Gloucester- 
shire 

Peacock, R. B., Lancaster 

Powell, John, Birmingham 

Ryland, A., Birmingham 

Radford, J., Sec. to Law Society, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Robinson, Wm., Lancaster 

Russell, J., Liverpool 

Robinson, J. S., Sunderland 

Robinson, D., Clitheroe Castle 

Richardson, H., Leeds 

Radcliffe, Wm., Hon. Sec. Law So- 
ciety, Liverpool 

Robinson, F., Manchester 

Shaen, Wm., London 

Smith, C.A., See to Justices Clerks’ 
Society, Greenwich 

Shaw, Hope J., Leeds 

Stallard, John, Sec. Law Society, 
Worcester 

Sharp, John, Lancaster 

Stubbin, J., Birmingham 

Snape, T., Warwick 

Street, James, Manchester 

Stead, R. W., Manchester 

Sudlow, John, Manchester 

Summerscales, J., Oldham 

Stevenson, R., Hanley 

Taylor, H. G., St. Helen’s 

Tree, James, Worcester 

Thorley, George, Manchester 

Taylor, R., Manchester 

Whitworth, E., Manchester 

Wells, R., President of Law Society, 

ull 


Weatherall, E., London 
Watkins, J., Bolton 


Wright, Peter, Clerk of Peace, 
Liverpool 

Wasbrough, H. S., Sec. Law Society, 
Bristol 


LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 


The first general meeting will be held on Monday next, the 
9th instant, at 8 o’clock An address from the Council will be 


read. 





JURIDICAL SOCIETY. 
The next meeting will be held on Monday, the 9th instant, at 
8 o'clock, the Hon. Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart, President 
of the Society, i in the chair, when Mr. John Malcolm Ludlow 
will read a paper on “The Mercantile Notion of ‘ The Firm,’ 
and the need of its Legal Recognition.” 
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Correspondence, 


DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 
Sratistics or INcuMBERED EsTATEs. 

At the recent meeting of the Association for Promotion of 
Social Science, held at Birmingham, the difficult subject of the 
transfer of land appears to have been one of the prominent 
questions considered by the department of jurisprudence. After 
several papers had been read, and various opinions expressed, 
Sir Fitzroy Kelly declared his adhesion to the principle of trans- 
ferring land free from all complications of title, after due inves - 
tigation by public officials to be intrusted with ample powers 
aud diseretion. He further stated, that this scheme was not a 
merely theoretical one, but had been, for some years, in oper- 
ation throughout a portion of the United Kingdom, and had 
been found to work very satisfactorily. In summing up, at the 
close of the discussion, Lord John Russell referred to the early 
difficulties which beset the “‘Incumbered Estates Act,” the 
auguries of its complete failure by certain high legal authorities, 
and the importance of its history and present position, as afford- 
ing a solution of the great transfer-of-laud question. 

At a time when public attention is thus called to the success 
or failure of the first attempt ever made on a large scale to have 
land easily transferred, it must be considered opportune that the 
close of the seventh year of their proceedings has enabled the 
officials of the Incumbered Estates Court to ascertain exactly, 
and to make known to the public, in their annual summary, 
what has been effected during their term of office. The 
“ Seventh Annual Report” is a document distinguished by its 
brevity, and its want of details. The general results are given, 
and are striking enough; but it would have been better if a 
more minute statement had been presented, from which, for 
example, the annual value of the estates sold, the rates of pur- 
chase, and the quantity of land still remaining unsold could 
have been gathered. Perhaps, however, it is hardly fair to find 
fault with a document which undeniably contains much valu- 
able information, on the ground that it does not contain more. 
We, therefore, proceed to examine this statistical statement item 
by item, merely appending such remarks as may tend to eluci- 
date some of the passages in it. 

It seems that the Incumbered Estates Court commenced 
operations on the 25th of October, 1849; and that from that 
day to the 31st of August, 1857, 4,164 petitions have been 
placed on the files of the court, out of which number 800 have 
been dismissed or withdrawn, or have been supplemental peti- 
tions. In many early cases, after a conditional order (or rule 
nisi, as it may be termed) has been obtained by the petitioner, 
cause has been shown against such order being made absolute, 
and the case has prematurely come to an end. This is now of 
unfrequent occurrence, as hostile proceedings are much more 
rare than at first—in fact, more than one-half of the petitions 
now filed proceed from the owners themselves. The number of 
absolute orders made for the sale of estates is 3,341; and did 
the report go on to say how many of these estates now remain 
unsold, one could better estimate the quantity of work still 
remaining to be done by the Commission. 

The sales commenced in April, 1850, about six months after 
the opening of the court. The average number of lots into 
which the estates are divided does not appear: but it is stated 
that 7,270 lots have been sold in court by public auction ; 1,621 
lots by private contract; and 1,436 lots at various provincial 
towns—making a total of 10,327 lots sold. The number of 
deeds of conveyance executed by the Commissioners to pur- 
chasers is not co-extensive with the number of lots sold, as a 
purchaser will often, it seems, include two or more lots in one 
deed of conveyance. A vast number of engrossments, stamp- 
ings, and signatures must be represented by the 7,283 convey- 
ances which have been duly executed to purchasers. The 
average number would be 1,100 per annum, or, excluding 
vacations, &c., about 40 every week. Every such deed 
of conveyance has annexed to it a schedule of leases and 
tenancies, and a certificate of payment of purchase money, and 
each of the three is signed by two Commissioners, and stamped 
with the seal of the Court. A memorial of each deed is also so 
executed for registration in the General Registry Office, and all 
such deeds and memorials bear the customary stamp duty. 

The sale of all these estates has, it appears, produced an 
aggregate sum of 20,475,956/. 8s. 4d., of which large amount 
only £2,836,295 has been paid in by English, Scotch, or any 
other than Irish purchasers. Of course, it is not to be under- 
stood that the entire of these amounts have been withdrawn 
from other investments, to be laid out in land. It is well 








known that sums paid out to mortgagees have, in numerous 
instances, been re-invested forthwith in the purchase of estates, 
In many cases creditors have purchased the whole or part of the 
estate which constituted their security; and in such ¢ 
when the validity of the claim has been fully established, credit 
has been given for the amount, as against the purchase money, 
In this way, demands to the amount of £2,822,589 have been 
satisfied to various creditors, who have also become purchasers. 

It now remains to trace the application of these purchase 
moneys, which (except where they are set off against demands 
as just described) are paid in in cash to the Commissioners’ 
account in the Bank of Ireland. There being no fees on pro- 
ceedings or other deductions of any kind, the whole amount paid 
in is applicable to meet the demands of creditors. As soon as 
the schedule of creditors has been prepared and finally adjudi- 
cated on, the costs of the proceedings are first paid, and then all 
other claimants in their priority, and the surplus fund is paid 
out to the owner. The sum of £18,734,227 has been thus 
distributed. There now remains in court, standing to the 
credit of the various matters, which are not yet wound up, the 
sum of £366,988 in cash ; also £964,236 in New Three per Cent. 
Stock, and £115,345 in Consols. All these amounts, when 
added together, will be found to fall short of the entire produce 
of the sales by £295,157, which deficiency is thus accounted 
for :—Credits have been given provisionally against purchase 
money to creditors who have become purchasers, but whose 
demands are not yet finally established, or are in course of 
adjustment; and in many cases of recent sales the whole of the 
purchase money has not yet been lodged in court. 





EDINBURGH.—(from our own Correspondent.) 


In your leading article on the “ Birmingham Law Reformers,” 
in the Journal of Oct. 24, after some observations on the de- 
fective nature of the provisions for the conduct of litigation in 
Jorma pauperis in your end of the island, you proceed to re- 
mark, that “the Scotch system, which involves a preliminary 
inquiry before leave to sue in formd pauperis is given, is said to 
work extremely well; and we might probably borrow some 
useful hints on this, as in other particulars, from beyond the 
Tweed.” That our system does work very well here is un- 
doubted ; it may, however, very well be, that, if transplanted 
to England in its integrity, it might not flourish equally well 
there, seeing that the judicial institutions are very different, and 
on so much larger a scale. But, whether this be so or not, I 
think there can be little doubt, that, as you remark, in the event 
of any reform taking place in England, some useful hints might 
be gathered from the Scotch system—and I therefore propose to 
give you a short sketch of that system. 

The foundation of the system rests as far back in history as 
the reign of King James I. In the year 1424, a statute was 
passed enacting, in words which are perhaps worth quoting for 
their quaintness, that, “ gif thar be ony pure creature that for 
defalt of cunnyng or dispense can not or may not folow his 
cause, the king, for the lufe of God, sall ordane that the judge 
before quham the cause suld be determynt, purvey and get a 
lele and a wyse advocate, to folow sic pure creature’s cause. 
And gif sic cause be obtenyt, the wrangar shall assyth the 
party scathit, and the advocate’s cortis and travale.” However 
well such a general enactment might work in primitive times, it 
soon, of course, became necessary that the right of admission 
to the “ Poors Roll,” as it is called, should be made matter of 
regulation; and accordingly, from that time to this, various Acts 
of sederunt have been passed by the Court, in which are to 
be found the rules and regulations of the system. 

The staff, by which the system is carried into operation, con- 
sists, in the first place, of six advocates, who are appointed by 
the Faculty to be advocates for the poor. These are selected 
from among the junior members of the body; and as these 
gentlemen, during the earlier years of their professional life, 
have usually plenty of spare time on their hands, it is under- 
stood that these appointments are much sought after, as they 
afford the holders of them an excellent opportunity of seeing 
business and learning their profession. They hold the appoint- 
ment, generally, for three or four years, but they are bound to 
see to an end all cases which may have been remitted to them 
during their tenure of office. 

The Societies of Writers to the Signet and of Solicitors, each, 
in the same way, nominate annually four of their number to 
act as agents for the poor. These appointments are not, how- 
ever, by any means sought after; on the contrary, they are 
considered a great burden ; and in order that this burden may be 
as fairly distributed as possible, it is understood that the new 
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members passing in each year cast lots among themselves, in 
order to ascertain who are to be the victims. One-half of these 
agents attend to the criminal business, and the rest to the civil. 

By these gentlemen the cases of the poor are conducted ; but, 
besides these, two advocates, one writer to the signet, and one 
solicitor, are annually appointed to act as reporters on the pro- 
babilis causa. These gentlemen have to consider the cases of 
the applicants, and to report to the Court whether or not they 
have a probabilis causa litigandi. They are always gentlemen 
of considerable legal experience. 

When a person wishes to be admitted to the benefits of the 
Poors Roll (and which are—that he is entitled to the gratuitous 
assistance of counsel and agent, and has to pay no court fees 
whatever), after having given notice to the adverse party of the 
time and place appointed, he appears before the minister and 
two elders of the parish in which he resides, these being the 
parties who are likely to know most about him, and emits a 
declaration as to his circumstances and situation. This is done 
according to a formula prepared for the purpose, and embraces 
such matters as enable the Court to judge whether his circum- 
stances are such as to entitle him to be admitted to the Poors 
Roll; for example, his age—whether he is married or not—the 
number of his children—the property he is possessed of—his 
trade or occupation—and the amount of his earnings, &c. The 
minister and elders then add a certificate as to whether the 
whole or any part of the statement is consistent with their own 
knowledge; or whether it depends on the credit of the appli- 
cant; and whether he is a person of good character, and worthy 
of credit. 

Having obtained this certificate, one of the agents for the 
poor, after certain intimations have been made, presents a peti- 
tion to one or other of the divisions of the court, simply 
stating the names and designations of the parties, and craving 
a remit to the reporters on the probabilis causa. The Court at 
this stage will hear objections to the applicant’s admission to 
the roll, on the ground that his circumstances are not such as to 
entitle him to that benefit; but the usual course is to remit de 
plano to the reporters on the probabilis causa. The case then 
comes before these reporters, and the applicant has an opportunity 
of being heard before them, either in person, or by counsel or agent. 
The reporters thereafter report to the Court-whether, in their 
opinion, the applicant has a probabilis causa litigandi, and is other- 
wise entitled to the benefit of the Poors Roll. The Court will 
not review the judgment of the reporters on the matter of the 
probabilis causa. If the report be unfavourable to the appli- 
cant, there is, of course, an end of the matter; but if it be 
favourable, his case is then remitted to an advocate and an 
agent, whose duty it is to conduct it to the end. The cases are 
remitted to them in regular rotation—a list of the counsel and 
agents for the poor being lodged with the clerks of court for 
that purpose. 

Of course, if a change in the circumstances of a person on 
the Poors Roll should take place during the progress of the cause, 
the adverse party may move to have him struck off. 

As to criminal cases, it has from time immemorial been a 
tule of the law of Scotland that no prisoner should be tried for 
a crime without having the assistance of counsel to defend him. 
Accordingly, when there are prisoners who are unable to retain 
counsel and agents for their defence, intimation is regularly 
sent from the Crown office, which conducts the prosecution, to 
the counsel and agents for the poor, some days before the time 
fixed for their trial. It is then the duty of the agent to obtain 
copies of the indictment, and, along with one of the counsel, to 
attend to the case. 

Should a case, whether civil or criminal, turn out to be a 
heavy or intricate one, the counsel for the poor has never the 
slightest difficulty in obtaining the gratuitous assistance of a 
Senior counsel. 

Such are the principal regulations of the Scotch system of 
Suing in forma pauperis; and it certainly seems to be a very 
great deal more rational than that of the proposed “ Free Con- 
ference Hall.” 





EDUCATION OF SOLICITORS. 
To the Editor of Tae Soxicrrors’ JourNAL & REpPoRTER. 


Str,—I have read with considerable pleasure and profit the 
remarks and suggestions which recent numbers of your Journal 
have contained on this important question ; but I shall be glad 
if you will permit me to draw your attention to one or two 
points of a practical nature, which have not been noticed by you 
as yet. I presume, the desirability of requiring from candidates 
for admission to the offices of attorney and solicitor indisput- 
able evidence of their fitness to become administrators of the 

















refined and complex laws of this country, and that education is 
one means of securing proper qualifications, are matters that 
may be now taken for granted; and that any points of dif- 
ference remaining to be adjusted have no reference to general 
principles, but are mere matters of detail. ‘So far, indeed, has 
the movement for a severer test advanced, that it was announced 
in the report of the Incorporated Law Society, which appeared 
in your columns a few weeks ago, that the Council had pre- 
pared a memorial to the judges, recommending an examination 
of candidates before or during articles, or before admission, as 
to their possession of a competent knowledge of Latin, French, 
history, &c. Although this announcement has not been dis- 
cussed by you, it has created a great amount of discussion else- 
where, and of excitement and apprehension too, arising, in part, 
from a suspicion that it is intended to propose an ex post facto 
rule—a suspicion not justified, I think, by the terms of the 
report itself, inexplicit as it certainly is—nor by any English 
principle of legislation. Justifiable or not, a rumour to the 
above effect has obtained currency ; and it is much to be desired 
that some announcement should appear as to the intention of 
the Council upon that point. If the rumour be ill-founded, 
every one would be set at ease; if well-founded, those who are 
interested in the matter would have, as they ought to have, the 
earliest opportunity of urging ‘their objections. 1 will not at 
present take up your valuable space by any attempt to show 
the injustice of an ex post facto rule, not only because its in- 
justice and its un-Englishness are equally apparent, but because 
I do not believe that one is intended. There is, however, cause 
for apprehension as to the effect of a merely prospective rule, 
if made inflexible—namely, that it will shut from all prospect 
of ever becoming attorneys and solicitors men who have, by the 
possession of good qualities, risen to positions of professional 
importance, and even local eminence, as managing clerks, with- 
out the possession of classical knowledge, and who have too 
long devoted themselves to the study and practice of the law to 
commence severe studies of an entirely different nature, even if 
they had time to do it. Is it expedient that the great induce- 
ment to the cultivation of every quality that is valuable in a 
clerk or solicitor should be removed from these men? Or is it 
necessary to the accomplishment of the object intended to be 
gained by any new regulations? I think not. Ido not under- 
rate the importance of a classical education. I think it is the best 
general guarantee that could be required of a youth that heis likely 
to possess qualities of mind and character fitted for the pursuit 
of an honourable profession ; but the test, good as it is, is not per- 
fect. That it will be liable to fail is shown by the number of 
educated rogues and learned villains (not always attorneys 
though) who are from time to time shown up to the wonder, no 
less than the scorn, of their fellow-men. Learning has in many 
instances enabled them to perpetrate their villanies, and yet 
avoid the operation of the criminal laws. On the other hand, 
it would be hard, as well as erroneous, to assume that no one 
who does not possess a “competent knowledge” of Latin, 
French, &c., is fitted for the offices of attorney and solicitor. 
How many solicitors and firms would cheerfully testify the 
truth of this! How many would admit that the successful 
conduct of matters of delicacy, difficulty, and magnitude is 
greatly promoted by the exertions of a shrewd and trusty 
managing clerk, who, although no classical scholar, often fills 
the place of his principal with credit to both, and whose in- 
tegrity and industry are always to be relied on! There are few 
solicitors of extensive practice but would be willing witnesses to 
the worth of managing clerks. Instances are not unfrequent of 
their being taken as junior partners, with the view of securing 
their permanent services. Many of these men an inflexible rule 
requiring a classical examination would certainly shut out of 
the profession for the reason before given. I think it is un- 
necessary that this should be. I would say, in all cases let a 
preliminary examination precede articles of clerkship. For 
youths who are sent to the office before their characters are 
formed, let it be the classical examination, as the best guarantee 
that can be had that the character, when fully developed, is 
likely to be such as will not disgrace either the person or profes- 
sion. Youths would then be specially educated for the law. 
For persons who have been long employed as law clerks, and 
have not been so favoured in their early days, an examination 
of a different kind would suffice. To these give liberty to 
apply to the judges to be excused the classical examination, on 
showing that they have been in the profession as clerks a certain 
length of time, say ten years, and furnishing satisfactory testi- 
monials of their respectability. Let this inquiry be strict, and 
not degenerate into a mere matter of form, and in all cases 
retain the legal examination prior to admission to the roll. 
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Under such regulations no one could hope to get upon the roll 
who had not exhibited a talent for his profession, and given 
evidence that he had conducted himself with the greatest pro- 
priety, thus proving himself worthy to follow it; nor need any 
aspiring man be disheartened by the sickening thought, that, 
howsoever honest, industrious, and intelligent he may be, hard 
laws damp his ardour and check his laudable ambition, by 
closing against him the field in which such qualities might have 
brought credit and promotion to himself, and honour to his pro- 
fession. Apologising for the length of these remarks, and in- 
viting an expression of your sentiments—I am, yours respectfully, 
Nov. 2, 1857. A MANAGING CLERK. 





To the Editor of Tux Soricrrors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 


Smr,—As a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the Acknow- 
ledgments of Deeds by Married Women, and lately a Deputy 
for granting Replevins, I would beg to call attention to the fol- 
lowing “gross job” on the part of the Government, believing 
that no notice has been taken of the matter by the Incorporated 
Law Society or the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Associa- 
tion, nor am I aware that attention has been called to the sub- 
ject im any of the legal periodicals. 

By the Rules of Hilary Term, 1834, each Perpetual Com- 
missioner for taking the Acknowledgment of a Deed by a 
Married Woman, under the Act of 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74, is en- 
titled to a fee of 13s. 4d. 

The registrars of the county courts were, on their first ap- 
pointment, paid by fees; but under the provisions of the statute 
of 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, they are remunerated for their services 
by fixed salaries, paid out of the Consolidated Fund, and, there- 
fore, under the management of the Commissioners of the 
Treasury. By the 73rd section of this statute a judge of a 
county court is authorised to receive any acknowledgment to be 
made by a married woman, and in a schedule thereto is as fol- 
lows :—‘“ For taking the acknowledgment of a married woman, 
one pound.” Thus the Government undersell the perpetual 
commissioners, as also the judges and the masters in Chancery, 
and offer an inducement to receive each acknowledgment at a 
less cost than the acknowledgment can be received before two 
perpetual commissioners. This is not as it ought to be, for the 
solicitor now feels it a duty which he owes to his client to 
apply to the county court judge to receive the acknowledgment 
in preference to the perpetual commissioners; and the registrars 
being now paid by salaries, the extra duty of attending to the 
receiving an acknowledgment by the county court judge is 
thrown upon them without any additional remuneration. 

Again, I would call your attention to the provisions of the 
19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 63, whereby the powers of the under- 
sheriff and his deputies to take replevin bonds are abolished, and 
the registrars of the county courts are empowered to grant re- 
plevins, the Consolidated Fund again appropriating the benefit 
of the registrar’s duties in being entitled to receive as fees 
poundage in replevins; and thus the emoluments derived by the 
under-sheriff and his deputies from granting replevins are for 
ever gone—the deputies no longer exist! and the duties are 
performed by other solicitors—namely, the registrars of the 
county courts—without fee or reward: and for what purpose? 
To enrich her Majesty’s Treasury. 

I should observe, that the fees now payable in replevins are 
the same in nature and amount as those previously taken by the 
replevin clerks. 

1 trust these instances of less than questionable benefit to the 
public and legislative interference with honourable appointments, 
held and awarded as due to solicitors of standing and position, 
will show the necessity of increased vigilance on the part of the 
law societies in looking to the provisions of all the Bills to be 
introduced in future sessions of Parliament, especially such as 
have reference to the county courts. 

The annihilation of replevin clerks and the frittering away of 
the office of perpetual commissioner are objects foreign to the 
institution of county courts, the replevin clerks and perpetual 
commissioners having, for years past, their existence through- 
out the length and breadth of the land; and, therefore, the 
omission referred to in your last number, while passing in review 
the “ Act to enable Married Women to dispose of Reversionary 
Interests in Personal Estates,” is not so singular, the learned 
framer of that Act (Mr. Malins) being no doubt in ignorance of 
the enactment by the Act of 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 73. 

The public have derived no benefit from these alterations ; 
they were uncalled for—the necessity for the change did not 
exist; but if it did, on what intelligible principle is it to be ac- 
counted for that no compensation was awarded for the loss of 





these offices, having regard to the compensation awarded to the 
proctors last session ?—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
Pershore, Nov. 4, 1857. Epwin Batt. 





REGISTRATION OF TITLE TO LAND. 

To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ Journat & Reporter. 

Sir,—Admiring, as I do, the great ability with which your 
paper is conducted, it was with great regret that I read the first 
article in Saturday’s number, on registration. I am not singu- 
lar in that feeling. Iam sure it is shared in by all the sub- 
scribers in this town. The whole tenour of the article would 
appear to justify the remark of the Law Times, that the object 
of your paper is to exterminate the country attorneys. You 
must be well aware that registration would nearly ruin the 
greater portion of them. 

It occurs to me that the Soricrrors’ JourRNAL should not 
make weapons to be used against its supporters, If it is the 
organ of any particular class, it should manfully avow itself as 
such, and look to that class alone for support. 

It cannot for a moment be imagined that the “ lawyers ” who 
“read papers” at Birmingham have any considerable convey- 
ancing business, else they would not be guilty of such suicidal 
conduct. 

Pray excuse the freedom with which I write; as I think that 
you should know the opinion of your country subscribers on 
this subject.—Your obedient servant, Rosert WHEELER. 

2, Regent-st., Cheltenham, Nov. 2. 





REGISTRATION OF TITLE TO LAND. 

To the Editor of Tue Soticrrors’ JourNAt & REPORTER. 

S1r,—I have just read the leading article in your paper of the 
31st ult., and I have rarely read one with which I was so 
thoroughly dissatisfied. I do not, however, propose to make 
any comments upon it, but simply to point out a fact with which 
you are either unacquainted, or have not thought fit to notice. 
Under the present system small purchases are in many parts of 
the country extremely common, and every facility is offered to 
them. The costs of conveyancing is seldom more than about 
£5 per cent. on the purchase money; as an instance, I will 
mention three cases in my office during the last week of small 
purchases of land. The purchase money ranged from £60 to 
£120, the total costs of the purchaser from 4/. 10s. to £6. 

Whatever the advantages of the boasted plan of registration 
are to be, facilities to small purchases cannot be among the 
number. In small transactions the costs will be most oppres- 
sive. 

A short time since I was requested to complete two small 
mortgages, both under £50; one of my clients, to his great regret, 
as he expressed to me, had his property lie in a register county. 
The cost to him was more than double the costs to the more 
fortunate owner in a non-registering county, my profit charge 
being the same in both cases.—Yours, obediently, 

Nov. 2, 1857. A Soexicrror. 





> 
> 
Kebicwy. 
The Parish Officer. By J. ¥. Ancuzoxip, Esq., Barrister-at- 
Law. Third edition. London: Shaw & Sons. 1858. 

That Mr. Archbold’s ‘“ Parish Officer” is a useful work may 
be gathered from the fact that it has already reached a third 
edition. It is characterised by those merits which are found in 
all the works which Mr. Archbold has published. The informa- 
tion they contain is exceedingly accessible. We know at once 
where to turn in the volume for assistance in the matter on 
which we are engaged. The contents are so arranged as to 
catch the eye, and, generally speaking, the legal instruction given 
is accurate so far as it goes. This is not very far; but it is not 
to be expected that a man who has written a portable little 
volume on almost every head of law should have entered on his 
subjects very profoundly. Todo so would not come within Mr. 
Archbold’s aim. What he wishes to provide is, the kind of 
work which persons engaged in practice may be glad to have at 
their fingers’ ends whenever they require it, or which may guide 
those who, without a legal education, have to occupy, as public 
officers or otherwise, a legal position. A parish officer, 


with this volume in his hands, would gain a very good notion 
of his duties and powers; and as this is, we presume, the 
primary object of the work, Mr. Archbold has not written in 
vain. 

The only great alteration made in this new edition is the 
insertion of a Chapter on Advowsons and Tithes, introduced for 
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the benefit of clergymen, it having been intimated to Mr. 
Archbold by some of the clerical body that a slight sketch of 
the law on this head would be found useful. The minor changes 
in the book are not very important, and the work is left more 
nearly in the state in which it first appeared than we might 
have expected, as five years have elapsed since it was originally 
published. Directly we come to speak of these changes, we are 
carried into such minutia that it is impossible to give any 
notion of what Mr. Archbold has done, unless we confine our- 
selves to one particular heading. We will take the heading 
“Overseers of the Poor” as an important one, and one well 
exemplifying the general character of the work. Under this 
head, we shall find the following changes :—1. The arrange- 
ment of the book has been altered in two instances, subjects 
originally treated under this head being placed under other 
heads. 2. In four instances, forms of orders, summons, &c., 
have been omitted. 3. In four instances, matter has been added 
which ought to have appeared in the first edition, as it consists 
of clauses in Acts of Parliament, or Orders of the Poor-Law 
Commissioners, of an older date. 4. In two instances, matter 
is added from Acts of Parliament subsequently passed. 

The section on Overseers occupies nearly eighty pages of the 
book, and may, therefore, be fairly taken as a specimen of the 
whole. Now, that, in five years, Mr. Archbold should have 
found nothing new to add, except a reference to two Acts of 
Parliament, throws some light on the character of the work. 
It is a very laborious and irksome task to compile such books ; 
and when they are compiled, they are useful to a great many 
people. But when we judge them by a professional standard, 
and ask whether they really embody the law on the subject, we 
must not overpraise them. Any one who knows what it is to 
note up cases, and record the daily growth of the law, will 
appreciate the point of excellence aimed at by an author who, 
during the last five years, has found no case, and only two Acts 
of Parliament, bearing on so wide a subject as the office and 
duties of overseers. We will give one or two instances of the 
kind of matter which Mr. Archbold omits. 

We find inserted in this new edition a notice of the order of 
the Poor-Law Commissioners with regard to the binding of poor 
apprentices—an order which, bearing date 1845, ought to have 
been noticed in the first edition. And we are told that the 
regulations to be observed upon the apprenticeship of pauper chil- 
dren by overseers are mainly the same as those applying to 
apprenticeship by guardians. But no notice is taken of the 
important case of Reg. v. St. Mary Magdalen, Bermondsey, in 
which it was held that the rules laid down in the order, excepting 
that as to the signature by the apprentice, were directory only, 
and non-compliance with them did not make the indenture void 
(2 Ell. & Bl. 809). Nor, again, is any notice taken of the cases 
of Reg. v. Inhabitants of St. George, Bloomsbury (4 Ell. & Bl. 520), 
and Overseers of Staverton v. Overseers of Ashburton (4 Ell. & Bl. 
526), by which it was decided that the act of justices in order- 
ing the binding of a pauper child apprentice is judicial, and it 
must, therefore, appear on the face of the order that the justices 
made it within their jurisdiction. This is exactly the sort of 
decision which we should have thought Mr. Archbold would 
have felt bound to notice, because it gives a practical hint to 
non-professional persons ; and it is to supply instruction to such 
persons that the book is, in a great measure, written. 

Then, again, in treating of the duties of overseers with respect 
to the registration of parliamentary voters for boroughs, Mr. 
Archbold extracts a clause from the Act (6 Vict. c. 18) by 
which the overseers are directed to sign the burgess list; but 
omits to notice the case of Clark v. Gant (8 Exch. 252), in 
which it was held that all the overseers must sign this list; and 
also omits any reference to an Act subsequently passed (16 & 17 
Vict. c. 79), which enacts that the major part of the overseers 
may do any act required of the overseers by the 6 Vict. c. 18. 
The clause by which this is provided also contains a direction 
as to notice given to overseers much too important to be omitted. 
With reference to the same point, Mr. Archbold might also 
have noticed the case of Reg. v. Governors of Poor of Hull (2 
Ell. & Bl. 182), in which it was held that the town-clerk is not 
entitled to charge the overseers for the duties he performs in the 
registration of voters. Notice might also have been taker of 
Morgan vy. Parry (17 C. B. 334), where it was held, that, 
although the list is not properly signed, it is not invalid. Or, 
to take another point to which attention may be drawn by its 
happening to bear on the last paragraph of Mr. Archbold’s sec- 
tion on Overseers, we find inserted in the new edition a clause 
from an Act (7 & 8 Vict. c. 101, s. 62) by which it is pro- 
vided, that, if a collector of poor-rates is appointed by the 
Poor-Law Commissioners, the power of the parish to appoint a 





collector shall cease. This clause is added without any introduc- 
tion or comment at the foot of a Chapter on Assistant-Over- 
seers, and it hardly appears what it has to do with the subject. 
The fact is, that Mr. Archbold omits to notice the preceding 
section of the Act, which provides that collectors so appointed 
may be appointed to perform the duties of an assistant-overseer. 
The words of the Act are extremely obscure, and they ought 
not to be quoted without a reference (entirely omitted by Mr. 
Archbold) to the case of Reg.v. Greene (17 Q. B. 793), in which 
they received a judicial interpretation. 

We might go on and point out many similar omissions. 
When, therefore, Mr. Archbold says in his Preface, “I think, 
that, throughout the whole of the present edition, the reader 
will find that I have taken infinite pains to render it complete 
and correct,” we must either suppose that Mr. Archbold’s notion 
of infinite pains is not quite so high as the words would natur- 
ally imply, or that he only aims at satisfying the practical re- 
quirements of a lay student. Probably, this is the true account 
of the matter. The contents of the book have such a degree of 
substantial correctness and fulness as to give help to a person who 
only wants a general notion of his duties, and is not called oa 
to go into the niceties of technical points. There is, however, 
a show of something more about the book, for Mr. Archbold 
quotes a great many cases. But then they are old cases; and 
so far from having taken “infinite pains” to bring his work 
down to the present time, and make it tally with the present 
state of the law, we have seen that the many modern cases 
bearing on the head of Overseers have been omitted. The 
lawyer, therefore, cannot place more than a limited confidence 
in this work as a book of reference. 


> 





Court Papers. 


Queen’s Bench. 
NEW CASES.—MIcHAELMAS TERM, 1857. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 


Dem. Wallis v. Gill and Another (struck out by consent). 
Sp. Case. Miller and Others v. Woodfall. 
Dem. Stedman rv. Cubitt and Others, Executors, &c. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
York. Houldsworth and Others v. Morley (stands over for arrange- 
ment). 
Common Pleas. 
NEW CASES.—MicHaEtmas Tery, 1857. 
DEMURRER PAPER. 
Friday, Nov. 13. 
Dem Kempton and Another v. Theobald and Another (in re- 
plevin). 
‘“ Kirby v. Bennett (settled). 
Case by ) Agar v. The Official Manager of the Atheneum Life Assur- 
Order. f ance Company. 


Co. Cot. Ap. Drury, Appellant, v. Baldry, Respondent. 


NEW TRIALS. 
Movep MicHaELMAS TERM, 1857. 


Chester. Highfield and Others v. Massey and Others (stands over 
until Special Case in Egerton and Ux. v. Massey and 
Others is disposed of). 
London. Giesler and Others v. King. 
Liverpool. Assop v. Yates. 
Durham. Kendall v. Allison. 
London. ‘The General Steam Navigation Company v. Rolf. 
Essex. Fitzgerald v. Martin. 
Middlesex. Perry v. Davis and Others. 
Bristol. Hybart v. Evens (to stand over till Dem. is disposed of). 
London. Moor v. Roberts and Another. 
* Risbourg v. Bruckner and Another. 
Surrey. Patent Bottle Envelope Company rv. Seymer and Another. 
London. London and Eastern Banking Corporation v. Cubitt. 
Surrey. Haynes v. Mechi and Another. 
London. Moses v. Taylor. 
Surrey. Sydney and Another v. Nicol. 
fgg Jackson v. Anderson (suspended). 
Cychequer of Pleas. 
NEW CASE.—MIcHAELMAS TERM, 1857. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
Dem. Entwistle v. Ellis. 


Exchequer Chamber. 
SITTINGS IN ERROR. 
The Court will take Errors from the Queen’s Bench on Tuesday and 
Wednesday the 10th and 11th November. 
Errors from the Common Pleas will be taken on Saturday the 28th No- 


vember; and 
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Errors from the Exchequer of Pleas, on Thursday and Friday the 26th 
and 27th November. 

The Court will sit on Monday the 30th November, if necessary, to hear 
Errors from the Queen’s Bench and Common 


Central Criminal Court Sittings. 
The following days have been appointed for holding the Sessions for the 
ensuing year. 
1857. 
Monday .....e.ee0000000+6 November 23 | Monday 
1858. 





see January 4 
--- February 1 
eee February 22 













be = eo April 5 a p 
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+ 
Births, Marriages, anv Deaths. 

BIRTHS. 


OLDERSHAW—0n Nov. 2, at 74 Warwick-square, Belgrave-road, the wife 
of Robert Higgott Oldershaw, Esq., of a son. 

WAGHORN—On Nov. 2, at 20 Sutherland-square, Walworth, Mrs. Charles 
James Waghorn, of a son. 

WALTERS—On Nov. 4, at 7 St. George’s-terrace, Regent’s-park, the wife 
of Laundy Walters, Esq., of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 


LUCKIE—RING—On Oct. 31, at the Holy Trinity Church, Upper Toot- 
ing, by the Rev. E. D. Cree, M.A., Charles Edward, eldest surviving 
son of Edward Luckie, Esq., of Balham-hill, Surrey, to Catherine 
Amelia, second daughter of the late Charles Ring, Esq., of Upper Toot- 
ing, Surrey. 

PARROTT—HAYWARD—On Nov. 22, at Sutton-at-Hone, Kent, by the 
Rev. J. H. Hotham, Thomas Parrott, Esq., Solicitor, Aylesbury, to 
Frances Mary, only daughter of John Hayward, Esq., of Sutton Parson- 
age, and Dartford. 

SLACK—BLAMPIED—On Oct. 29, at St. Saviour’s, Jersey, by the Very 

Rev. the Dean, Thomas Trevitt Slack, Esq., late of Yiewsley-lodge, near 
Uxbridge, Middlesex, to Mary Elizabeth, youngest daughter of the late 
John Blampied, Esq., Solicitor, in Jersey. 


DEATHS. 


ANDERSON—At Cawnpore, between the 4th and 27th of June, Alice 
Morgan, wife of J. G. Anderson, Esq., C.E., formerly Lieut. in H.M. 
37th Regt., and the only daughter of William Abbot, Esq., Doctors’- 
commons, London. 

COOKE—On Nov. 1, at his residence, Swinton-street, Gray’s-inn-road, 
Mr. Charles Cooke, of 12 Gray’s-inn-square, Solicitor, aged 63. 

DUNLOP—On Oct. 30, at Lennox-lodge, Hammersmith, aged 48, Andrew 
Dunlop, Esq., Writer to the Signet and Parliamentary Solicitor, late of 
Edinburgh, son of the late Thomas Dunlop, Esq., of Barnhill, near 
Glasgow. 

EATON —-On Nov. 3, Henry Eaton, Esq., of 3 New-inn, London, aged 59. 

MORRIS—On Nov. 3, at her residence, 13 James-street, Buckingham- 
gate, London, Katherine Roberts, wife of Mowbray Morris, Esq., Bar- 
rister of the Inner Temple, and second daughter of Samuel Jackson 
Dallas, Esq., of Jamaica, in the 33rd year of his age. 

PHILPOT—On Oct. 29, Mr. Thomas Philpot, of 6 Vittoria-place, Mile- 
end-road, and 49 Gracechurch-street, Solicitor, aged 36, 

POTTER—On Nov. 1, Annie, the second daughter of Geo. W. K. Potter, 
Esq., Secondary of London. 


<> 
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Unclaimed Stock in the Bank of England, 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 


AINSLIE, GEORGE, Esq., Mansfield-pl., Kentish-town, £50 Consols.— 
Claimed by Jonn ArnsLie and Jonny Henry RuDALL, acting executors. 

Cooper, GrorGE, Carver and Gilder, Piccadilly, £500 Consols.—Claimed 
by GeorcE CyarLes Cooper, sole executor of Marta Cooper, Widow, 
who was the sole executrix. 

Deatrry, Rey. Ropert Barris Skisner, LL.D., Wicklow, Ireland, 
£16: 13: 4 Consols.—Claimed by Rev. George ARTHUR ARDEN 
Deatry, Clerk, administrator. 

GREENWAY, WiLLIAM, Cattle-dealer, Farnhurst, Sussex, £109: 8: 9 Re- 
duced.—Claimed by WILLIAM GREENWAY. 

Lea, Rev. Tuomas, Clerk, Tadmarton, Oxon, and CHARLES EDWARD 
Moors, Esq., Shelsley Beauchamp, Worcester, £803 : 5 Consols.— 
Claimed by Rey. THomas LEkg, survivor. 

Nrxon, Rev. Francis RussELL, Sevenoaks, Kent, Rev. Tomas STREAT- 
FIELD, Westerham, Kent, and WILLIAM CHAMPION STREATFIELD, Esq., 
Westerham, Kent, £165 : 3: 4 Consols.—Claimed by Rev. Francis 
Russet Nrxon (now Bishop of Tasmani:), the survivor. 

PEMBROKE COLLEGE, OXFORD, MASTER ar! FELLOws of, £220 New 27. 10s. 
per Cents.—Claimed by the said Mast: :: and FeLLows, 


SSE com ee 
Weirs at Law and Peyxt of Kin. 





Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Epwarps, Saran (sister of William Jones, Esq., deceased, late Warden 
of Clun Hospital, Clun, Salop).—Her children to send in their claims 
under the will of their uncle, W. Jones, within six months from Nov. 
3, to the trustees, J. Newill, jun., Lydbury, North Salop, and E. Jones, 
Ludlow, Salop. 





ELLIs, MILDRED (deceased), Widow.—Her next of kin to apply to H 
Thompson, Stockbroker, Stock-exchange, E.C., or St. John’s-wi 
park, N.W. 

Evans, Mary (who died in Nov. 1854, and at the time of her death re. 
sided in the service of Joseph Guest, Esq., of Dudley), Spinster, Dudley, 
Worcestershire —Next of kin to come in and prove their claims on or 
before Dec. 2, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Govueu, Witt1aM (who died in May, 1857), Gold Mounter, Aldersgate-st.. 
bldgs.—Next of kin to come in and prove their claims on or or before 
Dec. 7, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Porsons, THEODORE (who died abroad in 1856).—His next of kin to 
apply to the Solicitor of the Treasury, Whitehall. 

To the Next of Kin or the Persona REPRESENTATIVES of the under- 
mentioned Persons.—The STaTFoRD-UPON-AVON CANAL COMPANY are 
prepared to pay the Purchase-money of £30 per share, together with 
the Arrears of Dividends on each Share in the said canal navigation, 
standing in the books of the said Company in the names of 

Brxer, Rev. THomas, Culworth, near Banbury, Oxfordshire. Three shares, 

Burman, THomMas James Puruip, Surgeon, Henley-in-Arden, Warwick- 
shire. One share. 

BRETTELL, SARAH, Spinster, Stourbridge, Worcestershire. Five shares, 

Ca.tey, Rev. James, Wootton-Wawen, Warwickshire. Two shares. 

CLARK, THomas, Gent., Upper Belgrave-pl., Pimlico, London. Two shares, 

CoLqunoun, WILLIAM, Esq., St. Andrew’s-sq., Edinburgh. Two shares, 

Hutton, WiLu1aM, Paper Merchant, Birmingham. Two shares. 

NIcHOLLs, Son, Farmer, Edge-hill, near Banbury, Oxon. One share. 

Patmer, Jonny, Gent., Maxstoke Castle, near Coleshill, Warwickshire, 
Three shares. 

Priest, WILLIAM, Gent., Fillongley, near Coventry. One share. 

SOELLNER, JOHN ANDREW, Accountant, Birmingham. One share. 
Unless a claim to such moneys is made and substantiated to the satis- 

faction of W. 0. & H. 0. Hunt, Sols. to the said Canal Company, within 

three calendar months, the amount unclaimed will be paid into the Court 


of Chancery. 
——_—_—_—___—— 


fMonev sMarket. 


CITY, Frmay Evenrne. 


Yesterday the Bank of England advanced their rate of dis- 
count from eight to nine per cent. It has stood at eight per 
cent. since Monday the 19th ult. The rate of discount at 
Hamburg had receded, but it has again advanced to nine per 
cent., and there is a report of a corresponding advance having 
been made by the Bank of France. Consols close to-day at 
88} to 88} per cent., showing a decline of about 1} per cent. 
since this day week. The demand for gold for exportation has 
been heavy. Failures large in amount have occurred under 
the pressure caused by the long protracted delay in remittances 
from the United States. 

The Bank return, published in Friday’s Gazette, is now made 
up to the Wednesday previous. The change has been intro- 
duced this week, and therefore the accounts which we give 
below extend over ten days ending 4th November, 1857. The 
amount of notes in circulation is £20,266,745, being an increase 
of £500,480. The stock of bullion in both departments is 
£8,497,780, showing a decrease of £872,014. The reserve of 
notes in the banking department has fallen from £3,485,840 to 
£2,155,315, having sustained in ten days a diminution of 
£1,330,525. 

The large amount of decrease in the stock of bullion and in 
the reserve of notes is, of course, the cause of the unprecedented 
rate of discount fixed by the Bank. 

This measure, and the appearance of affairs in general, has 
caused great anxiety, and some degree of apprehension that 
the stability of our circulating medium may be supposed to re- 
quire a similar attempt at support on the part of the Govern- 
ment to that which was conceded in the year 1847, when the 
Bank of England was authorised to extend accomodation in the 
way of discounting bills beyond the limit of its reserve of notes. 

The returns of the Board of Trade for the month of September 
show that the decrease in the importation of wheat and flour, 
which appeared in the return of the previous month, continues 
in action. The quantity of wheat imported in September, 1857, 
amounts to 284,625 quarters against 459,116 quarters in Sep- 
tember, 1856. In flour and meal the quantity is 67,689 cwt. 
in 1857 against 390,221 ewt. in 1856, notwithstanding which 
our corn markets have declined considerably. The prohibition 
of export is still maintained by the Government of France. 
Our markets for grain and other supplies experience depression 
from the state of financial affairs. 

The loans taken by the East India Company, one from the 
Bank of England, and the other from certain joint-stock banks, 
the total amount of which is two millions, are expected to 
prevent the usual course of drawing bills by the Company upon 
the Government in India for supplies sent out, and it is hoped 
will enable both parties to stand well until the close of the 
present year. The terms are in proportion to the state of the 
money market, and if, as is believed, the loans are for two 
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, they will become a heavy charge upon the resources of 
the East India Company. 

It appears that the extensive crash among the banks of the 
United States, particularly that of the banks of New York and 
Boston, noticed in our last number, has not proved to be exactly 
the turning point of American difficulties. Recent intelligence 
informs us of a further considerable decline in all sorts of 
securities. Great distrust continues and mercantile failures go 
on. The action of the banks is believed to have been chiefly 
the cause of the present ruin, by having afforded unlimited 
accommodation to speculators in stocks and shares, and in the 
end finding themselves unequal to sustain the powerful reaction 
and immense depreciation which overwhelmed their customers. 
Yet the constitution of these banks has received material im- 
provement compared with that which existed prior to 1838. 
The convulsions which attended upon the system of banking 
in the United States in previous years were astonishing. 
It has been stated by Lord Overstone that between 1811 and 
1820 about 195 banks in different parts of the Union became 
bankrupt, and that, bad as this instance was, it was nothing 
to that which took place subsequently to 1834. The most 
remarkable features are, first, the astonishing increase of issues 
of notes from about seventy millions of dollars in 1830 to 
about one hundred and fifty millions in 1837, then the universal 
crash in which every bank throughout the Union is believed 
to have stopped payment, and then the reaction in which the 
issues sank to about eighty-four millions in 1842, and to less 
than sixty millions in 1843. It is supposed that in this latter 
crash nearly 180 banks, including the bank of the Uuited 
States, were totally destroyed. Previous to the year 1838 the 
system of banking was quite free. All individuals or associa- 
tions might issue notes. Under this system the changes in the 
amount and value of the paper currency of the United States 
have been greater than in any other country, and it has pro- 
duced an unprecedented amount of bankruptcy and ruin. 
Subsequently to the year 1838 the practice for the banks to 
deposit securities in proportion to their issues has come into 
use, and seems to have proved during several years a better 
protection against pecuniary convulsions. But we now see it 
also totally destroyed, being unable to withstand the pressure 
occasioned by an enormous amount of over-speculation in 
stocks and shares to which their system of banking had pre- 
viously afforded facilities. There may be or there may not be 
ultimate security. It is clear there is not immediate security. 
This security is found in gold and silver, and in these only. 
And on the whole it appears sufficiently established that there 
is only one way in which notes can be issued so that it will be 
absolutely certain that they will be paid on their being pre- 
sented, and that is by not permitting them to be issued except 
for an equivalent amount of coin or bullion. 


English Funds. 
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Law Life 63 

Law Reversionary Interest 19 

Law Union par 

Legal and Commercial par 

Legal and General Life 63 

London and Provincial 23 
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Bank of England. 
AN ACCOUNT, PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TH VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON SATURDAY, THE 31ST DAY OF OCTOBER, 1857. 


IssuE DEPARTMENT. 


£ 
Notes issued. ° 38 ie, 24 5) Government Debt - 11,015,160 
Other Securities . 3,455,900 
Gold Coin and Bullion. 8 155,245 
| Silver Bullion a 





£22,630,245 | £22,630,245 








BANKING DEPARTMENT. 
£ 
Government Securities 


£ ' 
Proprietors’ Capital . 14,553,000 | 














Rest 3,270,241 } (incl. Dead Weight 

Public Deposits (includ- Annuity) - 10,254,541 
ing Exchequer, Sav- Other Securities 22,19, ,320 
ings’ Banks, Commis- Notes . 2,258,275 
sioners of National Gold and Silv er Coin 576,308 
Debt, and Dividend 
Accounts) . 5,160,915 | 

Other Deposits 11,489,979 

Seven day & other Bills 812,306 

£35,286,444 | £35,286,444 
Dated the 5th day of Nov., 1857. M. MarsHat1, Chief Cashier. 


AN ACCOUNT, PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TH VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON WEDNESDAY, THE 4TH DAY OF NOVEMBER, 1857. 


ISSUE DEPARTMENT. 























¢ 
Notes issued . 22,422,060 Government Debt NM ons 5,100 
| Other Securities . 3,459,900 
Gold Coin and Bullion . 7,947,060 
| Silver Bullion 
£22, 422,060 | £22,422,060 
BANKING DEPARTMENT. 
7 £ 
Proprietors’ Capital Government Securities 
Rest. (ine Dead Weight 
Public Deposits (inelud- | Annuity) . 10,120,104 
ing Exchequer, Sav- | Other Securities 22,628,251 
ings’ Banks, Commis- | Notes . 7 2,155,315 
sioners of National Gold and Silver Coin 550,729 
Debt, and Dividend 
Accounts . 4,871,944 
Other Deposits . 11,910,670 
Seven Day and other 
Bills . 813,197 
£35,454,390 £35,454,390 






M. MARSHALL, Chief Cashier. 


Dated the 5th day of Nov., 1857. 
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London Gragettes, 


Bankrupts, 
Tuespay, Nov. 3, 1857. 


AKERS, Mary Ayn, Baker, Brizemorton, Oxon. Pet. Oct. 31. Nov. 13, 
at 1, and Dec. 12, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Of. Ass. John- 
son. Sol. Ravenor, 5 Raymond-bldgs., Gray’s-inn. 

AUSTIN, Ricuarp, Furniture-dealer and Auctioneer, Coventry, Pet. 
Oct, 31, Nov. 16 and Dec. 9, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 
Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols, Browett, Coventry; or James & Knight, 
Birmingham. 

BAKER, Freprrtck NoaKke, Coal and Slate Merchant, Southampton. 
Pet. Nov. 2. Nov. 20, at 2, and Dec. 18, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fane. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol, Westall, 3 South-sq., Gray's-inn. 

BENNETT, Witu1am, Grocer, 14 Gt. Newport-st., Newport-mkt. Ped. 
Qct. 31. Nov. 13 and Dec. 17, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com, Fane. 
Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Lovell, 4 Gt. Ryder-st., St. James's, West- 
minster. 

COCKBURN, Henry, Watchmaker, King-st., Richmond. Pet. Nov, 2. 
Noy. 16, at 11, and Dec. 14, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 
Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Goddard, 28 King-st., Cheapside. 

COPE, Witittam NatHaAn Sykes, Wholesale Tobacconist, 49 Wellington- 
st., Goswell-st., Middlesex, and Pelham-st., Nottingham. et. Oct. 13. 
Dee. 1, at 10.30, in lieu of Nov. 26, as originally appointed (Gazette, Oct. 
16, ante, p. 899) in the Court of Bankruptcy, London, where, on Oct. 
22, a trade assignee was chosen, and whence this petition was trans- 
ferred on Oct. 26. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Harris (in place of Bell). 
So’. Maples, Nottingham. 

COX, Frepertck WILLIAM, Grocer and Baker, Southampton. Pet. Nov. 
2 Nov. 12 and Dec. 12, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 
Of. Ass. Bell. Sols. Trinder & Eyre, 1 John-st., Bedford-row; or 
Sharp, Harrison, & Sharp, Southampton. 

CUMMING, Wixtiam, Brewer and Spirit Merchant, Plymouth, Devon. 
Pet. Oct. 26. Nov. 12 and Dec. 3, at 10; Athenzeum, Plymouth. Com. 
Bere. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. Kelly, Plymouth; or Stogdon, Exeter. 

CURTIS, Jos, & Henry Hunt Sayer, General Provision Merchants, 
Carditf, Glamorganshire. et. Sept. 23. Nov. 16 and Dee. 14, at 11; 
Bristol. Com. Hill. Og Ass. Acraman. Sols. Henderson & Howard, 
Broad-st., Bristol. 

EZEKIEL, Puiuir, General-dealer, 39 Princess-st., Manchester. Pet. 
Oct. 15. Nov. 16 and Dee. 7, at 11; Manchester. Off. Ass. Hernaman. 
Sols. Marriott, Brown-st., Manchester; or Clarke, 31 Cannon-st., Bir- 
mingham. 

HENDRY, Jony, Back and Vat Maker, 7 Weymouth-st., Hackney-rd., 
Middiesex. Jet, Oct. 30. Nov. 17 and Dee, 15, at 11.30; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Fonblanque. Of. Ass. Graham. So/. Norton, 10 Clifford’s- 
inn. 

HIBL, Francis, Commission Agent, Withy Bank, Oldswinford, Wor- 
cestershire. Pet. Nov. 2. Nov. 14 and Dec. 3, at 11.30; Birmingham. 
Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Christie. Sols, Prescott, Stourbridge; or E. & 
H. Wright, Birmingham. 

HOWL, Joun, Screw and Bolt Manufacturer, Darlaston, Staffordshire. 
Pet. Oct. 29. Nov. 13, at 10, and Dec. 10, at 11.30; Birmingham. 
Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Christie. Sols, Wilkinson, jun., Walsall; or 
Jaines & Knight, Birmingham. 

MARTIN, Jonmy, Victualler, 405 Strand. Pet. Oct. 30. Nov. 13, at 
1.30, and Dec. 16, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. Cannan. 
Sol. Cutler, 5 Bell-yd., Doctors’-commons. 

MOORHOUSE, James, jun., Cottonspinner, Summerseat, near Bury, 
Lancashire. Pet. Oct. 28. Nov. 17 and Dec. 15, at 12; Manchester. 
Off. Ass. Pott. Sol. Sutton, Manchester. 

PAIN, Tertivs D’Or.ey, Chemist-and Druggist, Medical-hall, King-st., 
Hammersmith. Pet. Nov. 2. Nov. 20, at 1, and Dee. 19, at 12; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Lee. Sols. Smith & Son, 6 Bar- 
nard’s-inn, Holborn. 

ROBERTS, Huen, Corn-dealer, Gorad, near Holyhead, Anglesey. et. 
Oct. 27. Nov. 16 and Dec. 7, at 12; Liverpool. Com. Perry. Off. Ass. 
Morgan. Sols, Evans & Son, Commerce-ct., Lord-st., Liverpool. 

RUTTER, ALEXANDER, Saw Manufacturer, Sheffield. Pet. Oct. 31. Nov. 
14 and Dec. 19, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Com. West. Off. Ass. 

Brewin. Sol. Rayner, Sheffield. 

SIMES, Jony, Painter, 34 George-st., Portman-sq. Pet. Oct. 27. Nov. 
17, at 1, and Dee, 15, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. 
Edwards. Sol. Dale, 8 Furnival's-inn, Holborn. 

SWIFT, Wrrt1am Peck, Grocer, Bourn, Lincolnshire. Pet. Nov. 2 
Nov. 20 and Dee, 15, at 10.30; Shire-hall!, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. 
Off. Ass. Harris. Sols, Bell, Bourn; or James & Knight, Bennett’s-hill, 
Birmingham. 

TOWERS, Samuer, Looking-glass Manufacturer, 21 Pitfield-st., Hoxton, 
Middlesex. Pet. Oct. 29. Nov. 17, at 2, and Dec. 15, at 1; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sol. Taylor, 15 South-st., Fins- 
bury-sq. 

TUCK, GrorceE, Shipowner, South Shields, Durham. Pet. Oct. 28. 
Noy. 13, at 12, and Dee. 16, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Com, Ellison. Off. Ass. Baker. Sol. Brigual, Durham. 

WHITE, Wititam, Dealer in Seeds, Plymouth. et. Oct. 26. Nov. 12 
and Dee. 3, at 10; Athenzeum, Plymouth. Com. Bere. Off. Ass. Hirt- 
zel. Sols. Bishop & Pitts, Exeter. 


Frinay, Nov. 6, 1857. 


ASTON, Joy, Licensed Victualler, New-inn, Enville-st., Stourbridge 
Pet. Nov. 5. Nov. 18 and Dec. 9, at 11; Birmingham. Com. Balguy’ 
Off. Ass. Christie. Sols. Prescott, Stourbridge; or Reece, Birmingham. 

BINGHAM, Tuomas, Draper, Holbeach, Lincolnshire. Pet. Oct. 21. 
Noy. 27 and Dec. 18, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. 
Off. Ass. Harris. Sols. Parker & Lee, St. Paul’s-churchyd. ; or Reece, 
Birmingham. 

BOYS, GeorGe, Builder, vig tp Bromley, Middlesex. Pet. Nov 3. 
Nov. a6, at 11, and Dec. 14, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Off. A Pennell. Sol. let He Kennington-la, Lambeth. 

BRAILSFORD, Wixt1aM, Smallware-dealer, Nottingham. /et. Nov. 3§ 





Nov.20 and Dec, 15, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy, 
Of. Ass. Harris. Sols, Bowley & Ashwell, Nottingham. 

BROWNE, Georce, Draper, 194 Tottenham-ct.-rd. Pet. Nov. 5. Nov. 
19, at 11, and Dec. 14, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn 
Of. Ass. Nicholson. Sol. Fitch, 23 Southampton-st., Bloomsbury. 

BURTON, BenJamMin FLETCHER, Timber Merchant, Nottingham. Peg, 
Oct. 28. Nov. 27, and Dec. 15, at 10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham. Com, 

guy. Off. Ass. Harris. Sols. Deverell, Nottingham, or Hodgson & 
Allen, Birmingham. 

CAPORN, Francis MEREDITH Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. Peg, 
Oct. 30. Nov. 20, and Dec. 15, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottinghain. Com, 
Balguy. Off. Ass. Hatris. Sol. Wells, Nottingham. 

COLEMAN, Simeon, Tailor, Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet Nov. 4. Nov. 25 
and Dec. 23, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton, 
Off. Ass. Carrick. Sol. Jackson, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

COOKS, Josern, & Joun Cooks, Cattle Salesmen, Darby’s-hill, Oakham, 
Staffordshire. Pet. Oct. 31. Nov. 19 and Dec. 10, at 11.30; Birming- 
ham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Christie. Sols. Southall '& Nelson, 
Birmingham. 

COOPER, James, Upholsterer, 77 High-st., Marylebone. Pet. Nov. 4, 
Nov. 18, at 1.30, and Dec. 14, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburm, 
Off. Ass. Nicholson. Sols. Lawrence, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry- 
chambers, Old Jewry; or Randall, 50 Welbeck-st. 

DOLBY, JouHn MARKILLIE, Chemist, Market Rasen, Lincolnshire. Pet, 
Nov. 4. Nov. 18 and Dee. 16, at 12; ‘Town-hall, Kingston-upon-HulL 
Com. Ayrton. Off Ass. Carrick. Sols. Stamp & Jackson, Kingston- 
upon-Hull. 

EARLE, Freperick Georce, Commission Agent, 9 Salisbury-st., Strand, 
and late of Prince’s-sq., Kennington. Pet. Nov. 4. Nov. 20, at 3, and 
Dee. 19, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Of Ass. Edwards. Sols, 
Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. 

GILBERT, Tuomas WILLIAM (T. W. Gilbert & Co.), Sailmaker, 10 Railway- 
pl, Fenchurch-st., and Victoria-wharf, Narrow-st., Limehouse. Pet. 
Nov. 3. Nov. 20, at 12.30, and Dec. 22, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com, Fon- 
blanque. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. ols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, Old 
Jewry-chambers. 

GILES, Henry, Stone Mason, 17 Tomlins-ter., Limehouse. Pet. Oct. 23, 
Nov. 17, at 2.30, and Dec. 22, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonbianque, 
Off. Ass. Graham. Sol. Teague, Crown-ct., Cheapside. 

HINE, Henry, Laceman, 55 Piccadilly. Pet. Nov. 3 Nov. 20, at 2.30, 
and Dee. 15, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Edwards, 
Sols. Sole, Turner, & Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 

RHODES, Tuomas Bury, Druggist, Bradford, Yorkshire. Pet. Nov. 5. 
Nov. 24, at 12, and Dec. 22, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. 
Ayrton. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Dawson, Bradford ; or Bond & Barwick, 
Leeds. 

ROGERS, Exizasetu, Hosier, Westminster-bridge-rd., Surrey. Pet. 
Nov. 4. Nov. 17, at 12.30, and Dec. 1%, at 2; a Com. 
Evans. Off. Ass. Bell. Sol. Fitch, Sout 

STURGIS, Owen, Builder, 3 College- -ter., Huehley ra, St. John’ min 
Pet. Nov. 5. Nov. 19, at 2, and Dec. 18, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com, 
Evans. Off. Ass. Johnson. Sols, Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, Old 
Jewry-chambers, 

TOMLIN, Ricuarp, Licensed Victualler, 51 Castle-st., Leicester-sq. Pet. 
Nov. 4. Nov. 17, at 12, and Dec. 17, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans, 
Off. Ass. Johnson. Sols. J ay, Bucklersbury; or Gray & Pilgrim, Nor- 
wich. 

TOMSON, James Samver WILLIAM, & ALBERT THOMAS TULL, Fancy Box 
Manufacturers and Wholesale Stationers, 46 and 47 Beech-st., Barbican, 
and Commercial-pl, City-rd. Pet. Nov. 4. Nov. 20, at 12, and Dee. 18, 
at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Stopher, 
52 Cheapside. 

VAN WINKLE, Jacos Martin, Tavern Keeper, King's Head, Poultry. 
Pet. Oct. 31. Nov. 20, at 2, and Dec. 19, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Holroyd. Off. Ass. Lee. Sols. George & Downing, 35 King-st., Cheap- 





side. 

WHITE, Mary, Corn and Coal Merchant, late of New Corn Exchange, 
Mark-la.; Phoenix-wharf, Stratford, Essex; and Glove-wharf, Wapping ; 
now out of business, 61 High-st., Poplar; but up to April, 1857 in co- 
parnership with Edmund White (M. White & Son). Pet. Nov. 4. Nov. 
17, at 11.30, and Dec. 19, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. 
Whitmore. Sols. G. & E. Hilleary, Fenchurch-bldgs., Fenchurch-st. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tuespay, .Vov. 3, 1857. 


Brown, Mary, Widow, Grocer and Provision Dealer, Kinfare, Stafford- 
shire. Oct. 24, 
SraRKEY, CHARLES, Dust Contractor, Brunswick-wharf, Agar-town, 
King's-cross, 
MEETINGS, 


Turspay, Nov. 3, 1857. 


BrowntncG, BENJAMIN, Victualler, St. Peter, Hereford. Noy. 27, at 11.39; 
Birmingham. Com. Balguy. First and Final Div. 

Burt, Witt1am, Builder, St. Stephens-by-Launceston, Cornwall. Nov. 
26, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. Aud. Accs. & Prf. Debts. 
And Dee. 9, at 11, Div. 

Crakk, James, Tea-dealer, Alphington-st., in the parish of St. Thomas 
the Apostle, Devon. Noy. 26, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 
Aud. Aces. & Prf. Debts. And Dee. 9, at 11, Div. 

Cocpox, Tuomas Henry, Plumber, Sunderland, Durham. Nov. 25, at 
12.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. Div. 

EL.is, GEORGE, Miller, South Brent, Devon. Noy. 26, at 11; Queen-st., 
Exeter. Com. Bere. Aud. Accs. & Prf. Debts. 

ELLison, Jonn, Warehouseman, 56 Bread-st., Cheapside, and 75 Harley- 
st., Cavendish-sq. (where he also used the name of John Enderséhn). 
Nov. 25, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

FISHER, WILLIAM, Grocer, Stratford-upon-Avon, Warwickshire. Nov. 27, 
at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Final Div. 

GIFFORD, WILiiaM, Saddler and Harness Maker, St. Ives, Hunts. Nov- 
25, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

Goopwiy, THOMAS Oxton, Earthenware-dealer, Longton, Staffordshire. 
Nov. 27, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. First and Pinal Div. 
GoutpsprovueH, JOHN, Manufacturer, Manchester. Nov. 24, at 1; Man- 

chester. Com. Skirrow. Fur. Div. 
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Harais, Rice, & Rice Witt1aMs Harris, Glass and Alkali Manufacturers, 
Birmingham. Nov. 26, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 
Harnison, JANES, Commission Agent, City of London, Nov, 24 at 2; 

Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

Hitt, Ropert HENRY, GEORGE RoBERT Hupson, & FREDERICK Hupson 
(Hill, Hudson, Bros., & Co.), Importers, 120 London-wall. Nov, 21, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Last £x. 

HoCuEe, Joun ELpuinstone Fartqua (otherwise John Elphinstone 
Milton), Maker and Vendor of Paint, Nortons Lingfield, Surrey; late 
of 29 New Bridge-st., Blackfriars; and of Greenwich, Kent; in part- 
nership with William Lawrence Gilpin & George Featherstone Griffin, 
29 New Bridge-st., and at Millwall, under ¢itle of the London Anti- 
Oxyde Paint Company. Nov. 24, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com, Fon- 
blanque. Div. 

Hopeson, GILBERT, & WILLIAM ATCHESON, Timber Merchants, Sunder- 
land, Durham. Nov. 26, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Com, Ellison. Div. sep. ests. of each. 

Huntiey, Tuomas, Grocer, Sunderland, Durham. Nov. 25, at 11.30; 
toyal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. Div. 

Jounson, Rowert, Builder, Pheenix-pl., Calthorpe-st., Gray's-inn-rd., 
and 2 Bell-yd., Gracechurch-st. Noy. 24, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fonblanque. Div. 

Jones, Tuomas, Ale, Beer, and Bottle Merchant, 6 New Broad-st,, and 
73 Back Church-la., St. George’s-in-the-East. Nov. 24, at 1.30; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

Lake, WiLL1AM, Maltster, Topsham, Devon. Nov. 26, at 11; Queen-st., 
Exeter. Com. Bere. Aud. Accs. & Prf. Debts. And Dec. 9, at 11, Div. 

Mackay, Henry, Confectioner, Queen-st., Exeter. Noy. 26, at 11; 
Queen-st., Exeter. Com, Bere. Aud Accs. & Prf. Debts. 

MarsHALt, Davin, Tailor, Bristol. Nov. 26, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. 
Final Div. 

Merrick, James, Tailor and Draper, Crewe, Cheshire. Dec. 2, at 11; 
Liverpool. Com. Perry. Last £2. 

Petter, EpwarD, & WILLIAM ARUNDELL OATEY, Ironfounders, Barn- 
staple, Devon. Nov. 26, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. Div. 
Purpy, Tuomas, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Gt. Yarmouth, Norfolk. 

Nov. 24, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

Sincer, Davip Arrucr, Tailor, 307 Oxford-st. Nov. 25, at 12.30; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

SrraHAN, WiLiiaAM, Sir Jonn Dean Pact, Bart., & Roperr MaKin 
Bates, Bankers, 217 Strand; and Navy Agents (Halford & Co.), 41 
Norfolk-st., Strand. Nov. 26, at 1.30; Basinghall-st, Com. Evans. 
Prf. Debts, joint and sep. ests. 

Swan, JoHN, Merchant, 150 Leadenhall-st. Nov. 24, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

Toms, Josepn, Builder, Bartholomew-st., Exeter. Nov. 26, at 11 ; Queen- 
: , Exeter. Com. Bere. Aud. Accs. & Prf. Debts. And Dee. 9, at 11, 

v. 

VAN Lone, CuHartes, Woollen Warehouseman, 6 Bread-st. Nov. 24, at 
12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

VeyseY, JouN Puivuirs, Hatter and Hosier, Exeter. Nov. 26, at 11; 
Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. Aud. Accs. & Prf. Debts. And Dec. 9, 
at 11, Div. 

Warp, BARTHOLOMEW, Stationer, 71 High-st., Southwark, and 37 St. 
James's-pl., New-cross, Kent. Noy. 25, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Goulburn. Div. 

Warp, SAMUEL PEACE, Timber Merchant, Brickmaker, Bill Discounter, 
and Dealer in Shares, Cheshunt, Herts, and late of 8 Ledbury-ter., 
Westbourne-grove West, Bayswater. Noy. 24, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Evans. _ Last Ex. 


Frivay, Nov. 6, 1857. 


Co.iins, Jonny Henry, Draper, Halifax. Noy. 27, at 11; Commercial- 
bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. Div. 

CoLtiison, HENRY WILLIAM, jun., Provision Merchant, Bath. Dee. 3, at 
11; Bristol. Com. Hill. Final Div. 

Datton, LEonarD, Stone Merchant, Canal Bridge, Old Kent-rd. Nov. 
27, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Liv. 

Deacoy, W1LLiaM Epwiy, Linendraper, 114 High-st., Gosport, Hants. 
Nov. 18, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. (Sy adj. from 
Oct. 30) Last Ex. 

Greaves, STEPHEN, Cloth Manufacturer, now or late of Eccleshill, York- 
shire. Noy. 27, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. Div. 
GuLt, GeorGE (George Gull & Co.), Tallow Broker, late of 1 Belsize-ter., 
Hampstead, and 75 Old Broad-st. Nov. 17, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com, 

Fonblanque. (By adj. from Oct. 14) Last Ex. 

Hurcuison, WiitiamM, Stone Merchant, Frant, near Tonbridge Wells, 
Kent. Nov. 17, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. (By adj. 
from Oct. 20) Last Fx.) 

Hype, GrorGe Cocksurn, Surgeon, 16 South-parade, Chelsea. Nov. 28, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Dir. 

Jacon, CHARLES, Merchant, Ingram-ct., Fenchurch-st. Nov. 30, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

Lazarus, Henry, Watch Manufacturer, 11 Wilmington-sq., Clerkenwell. 
Nov. 17, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. (By adj. from 
Oct. 14) Last Ex. 

Parkins, JAMES, Clothier, Cheapside. Nov. 30, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Goulburn, Div. 

Stppons, James, Grocer, Sheffield, Nov. 28, at 10; Council-hall, Shet- 

_ field. Com. West. Div. 

SPENCER, JOSEPH BLAKEY, Joiner, Halifax. Nov. 27, at 11; Commercial- 

_ bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. Div. 

StRancr, WiLt1AM CoreLanp, Bricklayer, Henley-on-Thames, Oxon. 
2a) Die’ at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. (Sy adj. from June 

iv, 

Vincent, GrorcE, Beer-house-keeper, Mistley, Essex. Nov. 17, at 23 

Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. (#y adj. from Oct. 30) Last Ex. 


DIVIDENDS. 


Turspay, Nor. 3, 1857. 


Brwarer, Jony, Tailor, Nottingham. First, 2s. 6¢. Harris, Middle- 
Pavement, Nottingham ; next three Mondays, 11 to 3. 
Etsam, Epwarp, Commission Merchant, Liverpool. First, 4s. Bird, 9 


Hackett, Sampson. Draper, Cr. -heath, Staffordshire. First, 2s. 33d. 
Christie, 37 Waterjoo-8t.; Birmingham } any Thursday, 11 to 3. 

Harvey, JAMES SrrEEN, Grocer, Birmingham. First, Is. 0jd. Christie, 
37 Waterloo-st,, Birmingham; any Thursday, 11 to 3. 

Haywoop, Jamgs, Ironfounder, Derby. Third, 4d. Harris, Middle-paye- 
ment, Nottingham : next three Mondays, 11 to 3. 

Smiru, TitpeN, James HILDER, GEORGE Scrivens, & FRANCIS SMITH, 
Bankers, Hastings. First, 10s. joint est, and first, 20s., sep. est. G. 
Scrivens, Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 10 to 3; or at 
Swan Hotel, Hastings, on Nov. 7, 9, and 10, from 10 to 4. 


Fripay, Nov. 6, 1857. 


Green, Lewis, Grocer, Cranbrook, Kent. First, 5s. 3¢. Zdwards, 1 Sam- 
brook-ct., Basinghall-st ; three next Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 

Hanson, Joun, & James WALKER, Coach Builders, Sheffield. First, 1s. 
Brewin, 11 James-st., Sheffield; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Tuespay, Nov. 3, 1857. 


Baiey, Tuomas, Draper, Nottingham, and of Bingham and Beeston. 
Nov. 24, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 

Baipwin, Epwarp, Printer and Newspaper Proprietor, Shoe-la. Nov. 
26, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Coapon, THomas Henry, Plumber, Sunderland. Noy. 25, at 12; Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Donerty, Jonny, Corn and Provision Dealer, Liverpool. Noy. 26, at 12; 
Liverpool. 

Jackson, Jonn Juttan (Jackson & Henwood), Dyer, late of 23 Law- 
rence-la.; of George-st., Richmond, Surrey; of High-st., Sydenham, 
Kent; and of the Dye-works, Brompton, Middlesex; now of Queen’s- 
rd., Brighton. Nov. 25, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 

JACOBS, ABRAHAM, Joun Jacons, & Henry Jacoss, Merchants, 14 
Crown-st., Finsbury; on application of Abraham Jacobs & John 
Jacobs, Nov. 25, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Nasu, ABrauamM, Builder, 18 Everett-st., Brunswick-sq. Nov. 25, at 1; 
Basin ghall-st. 

Petter, Epwarp, & WILttAM ARUNDELL Oatey, Ironfounders, Barn- 
staple, Devon. Nov. 26, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. 

Wituiams, Henry, Timber Merchant, Swansea, Glamorganshire. Dee. }, 
at 11; Bristol. 


Frmay, Nor. 6, 1857. 


Gorpoy, Jonn Down, Pianoforte Manufacturer, 6 Eldon-st., Finsbury. 
Nov. 30, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Rees, WiLLIAM, Bookseller and Stationer, Glastonbury, Somersetshire. 
Dee. 1, at 11; Bristol. 

Rosertson, Witi1am, Currier, 15 Summer-la., Birmingham. Novy. 30, ¢ 
10; Birmingham. 

Witry, Writram, Licensed Victualler, Mother Shipton Public-house, 
Prince of Wales-rd., Camden-town, Middlesex. Nov. 30, at 1; Basing- 
hall-st. 

Wricat, Josrern, Birmingham, & Jonn Sauissury, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, 
Leicestershire, Ironfounders, carrying on business at Burton-upon- 
Trent (Wright, Salisbury, & Co.). Nov. 30, at 10; Birmingham. 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Tuespay, Nov. 3, 1857. 


Coorer, Epwarp Sr1xons, Leatherseller, 5 Commercial-pl., City-rd. 
Oct. 28, 2nd class. 

Date, Tuomas, Dealer in Drainage-pipes and Gird Contractor, Leek, 
Staffordshire. Oct. 30, 3rd class. 

Hackett, Sampson, Draper, Cradley Heath, Staffordshire. Oct. 30, 3rd 
class. 

HApDFIELD, WILLIAM, Merchant, late of Constantinople; afterwards of 
Old-hall, Old-hall-st., Liverpool; and now of Cockspur-st., Middlesex. 
Oct. 28, 2nd class. 

Mackay, Hueu, & Wiiitam Bisuton Davies, Shipwrights, Liverpool. 

Oct. 19, Ist class to H. Mackay. 

Manser, Francis, Baker, 1 Brownlow-pl., Queen's-rd., Haggerstone, 

Middlesex. Oct. 27, 2nd class. 

Patrick, SARAH, Butcher, Worcester. Oct. 30, 2nd class. 

Stock, Witt1aM, Glass Manufacturer, Newton, near Warrington, Lancs- 

shire. Oct. 26, 2nd class. 


Fray, ov. 6, 1857. 


Baker, CHARLES, Timber Merchant, Southampton. Oct. 30, 3rd ciass. 
Barton, Joun, & Grorce Barton, Copper Roller Manufacturers, 
Broughton, Manchester. Oct. 30, 3rd class to J. Barton; having been 
suspended from May 6, 1856. 

Davies, CorNeLivus, & Freperick Normay, Cement and Lime Mer- 
chants, Crown-wharf, Gt. Scotland-yd., Westminster. Oct. 29, 2nd 
class, 

De Poracet, Louis Pumirre Remy Fenwick (Mary Wedlake & Co.), 
Dealer in Agricultural Implements, 118 Fenchurch-st., and of Fair- 
kytes, Hornchurch, Essex. Oct. 30, Ist class. 

Gispoy, WILLIAM, Grocer, Spennymoor, Durham. Nov. 3, 3rd class ; 
subject to suspension until Feb. 3, 1853. 

LoncTon, Jonn, Shipbroker, Liverpool. Oct. 29, Ist class. 

May, Tnomas Henry, Flour Dealer, 52 Rathbone-pl., Oxford-st., lately of 
27 Little Britain, and of 2 Squire’s-mount, Hampstead-heath. Oct. 31, 
2nd class. 

Morton, James, Ironmonger, Huntingdon. Oct. 29, Ist class. 

Morse, Freperick, Rice and Spice Merchant, 2 Dunster-ct., Mincing- 
la. Oct. 28, 3rd class; having been suspended from 13th May. 

Nasn, Taomas, jun., Brushmaker, Gt. Dover-st., Southwark, Oct. 29, 
2nd class. 

Pui.utrs, James, Draper, Audlem, Cheshire. Nov, 2, Ist class. 
Rogrxson, JosEPH Brapsury, Hosier, Macclesfield, Cheshire. Oct. 28th 





South Castle-st., Liverpool; any Monday, 11 to 2. 


2nd class. 
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Sranpixc, Wit.tam, Engineer, late of 9 Whitechapel-rd., now of 10 
Kinysland-crsct., Kingsland-rd. Oct. 30, 2nd class. 

SratHam, HENRY HEATHCOTE, Attorney-at-Law, and Money Scrivener, 
Liverpool. Oct. 29, 2nd class. 

‘THORBURN, JOHN, Bookbinder, 3 Pleydell-st., Fleet-st., and 51 Lower 
Stamford-st. Oct. 30, class. 

Watson, saan Mining-agent, 2 Artillery-pl, Finsbury-sq. Oct. 29, 
2nd clas: 

WHITE, a (M. White & Son), Corn and Coal Merchant, New Corn 
Exchange, Mark-la.; Phoenix-wharf, Stratford, Essex ; Globe-wharf, 
Wapping. Oct. 29, Yst class. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolbev. 
Tvespay, Vov. 3, 1857. 


MaweE, Tuomas Jones, & Frepenic E. Mawe (Mawe & Son), Solicitors; 
by mutual consent. Oct. 29. 


Peterson, THomas Pexton, & Epwarp Asnton, Attorneys-at-Law, 
Solicitors, and Conveyancers, Albion-chambers, Bristol; by mutual 
consent. The said professions will be carried on by E. Ashton solely, 
at Albion-chambers; and T. P. Peterson will practise at Overn-hill, 
Downend, near Bristol. Oct. 31. 


Fripay, Nov. 6, 1857. 


TyrRELL, Trmotuy, THomas Paine, & THomas E. Layton, Attorneys, 
Solicitors, and Parliamentary Agents; by mutual consent. Oct. 28. 


Assiquuents for Benefit of Crevitars, 
Turspay, Nov. 3, 1857. 


BurBipGeE, Rev. THomas, LL,D., Leamington Priors, Warwick. Oct. 8. 
Trustees, W. Barnwell, J. Gilbert, C. Griffin, P. Lock, all of Leamington 
Priors. Sol. Field, Leamington Priors. 

CLout, THoMAS CarTER, Builder, Tonbridge Wells, Kent. Oct. 13. 
Trustees, ‘T. Freeman, Timber Merchant, Bermondsey, London; J. 
Longley, Linen-draper, Tonbridge Wells. Sol. Cripps, Tonbridge Wells. 

Guy, Tuomas, Builder, Nottingham. Oct. 9. Trustees, W. Burgass, 
Brickmaker, Nottingham; W. Pyatt, Ironmonger, Nottingham. Sol. 
Cann, Nottingham. 

Harpine, WitirAmM, Earthenware Manufacturer, Burslem, Staffordshire. 
Oct. 10. Trustees, J. Goodwin, Flint Grinder, Hanley, Staffordshire; 
2. Brassington, Commission Agent, Stoke-upon-Trent; A. Ginders, 
Commission Agent, Hanley. Creditors to execute on or before Ist 
Jan. next. Sol. Twigg, Burslem, Staffordshire. 

Mercer, ExvizaAbetH Mary, Southport, Lancashire, Administratrix of 
George Mercer, late of Southport, Boot and Shoe Maker. Oct. 13. 
Trustee, J. Somervell, Leather Merchant, Kendall, Westmoreland. In- 
denture lies at offices of Carter & Co., 10 South John-st., Liverpool. 


Frmay, Nov. 6, 1857. 

BRADSHAIGH, JOSEPH, Altrincham, Cheshire, & JoHn YEARDLEY WIL- 
Kinson, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, carrying on business as Packers in 
Manchester. Noy. 3. TZrustee, W. Gawthorpe, Public Accountant, 
Levenshulme, Lancashire, and Manchester. Creditors to execute before 
Feb. 4. Indenture lies at offices of Gawthorpe & Addleshaw, <Ac- 
countants, 26 Brown-st., Manchester. 

Catver, WILLIAM, Bricklayer, Yoxford, Suffolk. Oct. 29. Trustees, T. 
White, Auctioneer, Peasenhall, Suffolk; J. Smyth, Drill Manufacturer, 
Peasenhall. Indenture lies at office of T. White, Peasenhall. 


Curimes, Peter, Glass Manufacturer, Manchester. Sept. 10. Trustee, 
W. Owen, Accountant, Everton-rd., Chorlton-upon-Medlock. Inden- 
ture lies at the office of W. Owen, 56 Pall-mall, Manchester. 

Ev.iotr, FrepERIcK JosEPH, Merchant, Ranscombe, Brixham, Devon. 
Oct. 20. Trustees, A. Widdecombe, Spinster, Ranscombe; H. Bartlett, 
Tailor, Totnes, Devon. Sols, Presswell & Michelmore, Church-st., 
Totnes. 

GoopALL, Tuomas, Builder, Bloxwich, Staffordshire. Nov. 2. Trustee, 
J. Reeves, Awl Blade Maker, Bloxwich. Creditors to execute on or 
before Jan. 2. Sol. Lowe, Dudley. 

Gow, Grorce, & THomas Matson Moorwovuse, Lace and Muslin Ware- 
housemen, Clement’s-ct., Wood-st. Nov. 3. 7Zrustee, H. G. Macdonald, 
Warehouseman, Milk-st. Sols. Reed, Langford, & Marsden, 59 Friday- 
st., Cheapside. 

JEWELL, GEORGE Henry, Wholesale Tallow Chandler, High-st., Shad- 
well. Oct. 9. Zrustees, T, Hilton, Oil Merchant, 69 Upper Thames-st. ; 
W.S. Jeffery, Warehouseman, 9 Regent-st. Sols. Reed, Langford, & 
Marsden, 59 Friday-st., Cheapside. 

Leverett, Henry WILLIAM, Cabinet Maker, Ipswich. Oct. 30. Trustees, 
J. Bendall, Iron Founder, Woodbridge, Suffolk; J. F. Ranson, Timber 
Merchant, Ipswich. Creditors to execute within two months from Oct. 
30. Sol. Jennings, Falcon-st., Ipswich. 

MippLeToN, Jonny, Ironmonger, Newport, Monmouthshire. Oct. 21. 
Trustees, W. Gough, Factor, Birmingham; J. Williams, Factor, Bir- 
mingham. Creditors to execute within three months from Oct. 21 
Sol. Chesshire, 13 Temple-row, Birmingham. 

Rosrnson, GEORGE, Tailor, 13 Bed ford-st., Bedford-sq. Oct. 30. Trustee, 
H. English, Woollen Draper, 27 Sackville-st., Piccadilly. Creditors to 
execute within three months from Oct. 30. Indenture lies at counting- 
house of H. English, 27 Sackville-st. 

Sippitr, Jonn, Farmer and Miller, Allerdean Mill, Northumberland. 
Oct. 31. Trustees, A. Riddle, Enginewright, Tweedmouth, Berwick- 
upon-Tweed; M. Sibbitt, Gent. Ancroft Greenses, Northumberland. 
Creditors to execute within two months from Oct. 31. Sol. Sanderson, 
Berwick-upon-Tweed. 

Smron, Witiiam, Draper, Well-st., Ruthin, Denbighshire. Oct 31. 
Trustees, G. Simon, Farmer, Bryn-bowlio, Llanferras; T. Edwards, 
Draper, Market-pl, Ruthin. Oct.31. Creditors to execute within three 
months from Oct. 31. Sol. Adams, Clwyd-st., Ruthin. 








Tuom, IsaBELLA Morrison, yo and Dress yo an 
Tyne. Oct.9. Trustees, G. Thi — mn, Draper, Newcastle-upon 
W. Newman, Draper, 9 St. Paul's hurch-yd. Sol. Story, 16 Marker’ 
Newcastle-npon-Tyne. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Touespay, Nov. 3, 1857. 


Hopson, THomas (who died in Dec. 1831), Soap Manufacturer, Chester, 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts or claims on or before Dee, 
4, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Ivory, Exizasetu (who died in July, 1855), Widow, 26 Eagle-ct., St, 
John's-la., Clerkenwell. Creditors to come in and prove their debts or 
claims on or before Dec. 2, at V. C. Wood’s Chambers. 


Frivay, Nov. 6, 1857. 


Corey, ConsTantIA (who died in Jan. 1851), formerly Constantia Camp. 
bell, Widow, late of 24 Cumberland-st., Hyde-pk., and of Plumst 
near Norwich. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before 
Dee. 7, at V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. 

Cow.inG, Jonn, Esq. (who died in Dec, 1855), late of Albemarie-st, 
Creditors to come in and prove their claims on or before Nov. 7, at 
Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Evans, Mary (who died in Nov. 1854), Spinster, Dudley, Worcestershire, 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts or claims on or before Dee, 
2, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Goueu, WiLLrAM (who died in May, 1857), Gold Mounter, Aldersgate-st.- 
bldgs. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before Dee. 7, 
at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Potrer, SAMUEL (who died in Apri), 1837), Builder, Derby. Creditors to 
come in and prove their debts on or before Dec. 3, at Master of the 
Rolls’ Chambers. 

Prorit, W1LL1AM, Esq. (who died in Feb, 1835), late of 24 Westbourne- 
pl., St. George, Hanover-sq. Creditors to come in and prove their debts 
on or before Dec. 5, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

toBrINs, JonN (who died in June, 1854), Yeoman, Sandford, Oxon. Cre- 
ditors to come in and prove their debts on or before Dec. 1, at Master 
of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Roprns, WittiaM (who died in January, 1842), Builder, Mile Town, 
Minster, Isle of Sheppy. Creditors to come in and prove their claims 
on or before Dec. 4, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

WALKER, STEPHEN (who died in April, 1857), Licensed Victualler, High- 
st., Marylebone. Creditors to come in and prove their debts or claims 
on or before Dec. 9, at V. C. Stuart's Chambers. 

WitiraMs, Henry (who died in April, 1857), Farmer, Tyddyn Agnes, 
Llanllyfni, Carnarvonshire. Creditors tocome in and prove their claims 
on or before Dee. 19, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 


Winiing-up of Hoint Stack C 


Tuespay, Nov. 3, 1857. 


Companies. 


UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 


Irish Waste LAND IMPROVEMENT Socirtry.—A petition for the dissolu- 
tion and winding up of this Society was, on Oct. 31, presented to the 
Lord Chancellor of England, by Joseph Dredge, Gent., of Liverpool-st., 
London, which will be heard before V. C. Kindersley, on Nov. 13, at 10, 
in open court.—Amory, Travers, & Smith, Sols, for Pet., 25 Throg- 
morton-st., London, 


Fripay, Nov. 6, 1857. 
Limited, IN BANKRUPTCY. 


Lonpon, HARWICH, AND CONTINENTAL STEAM PACKET Company (Limited) 
—Creditors to prove their claims in like manner as in bankruptcy, on 
Nov. 18, at 2, Basinghall-st., before Mr. Com. Goulburn. 

Lonpon AND BrRMINGHAM Iron AND HARDWARE Company (Limited). 
Creditors to prove their claims on Nov. 20, at 1.30; Basinghall-st., 
before Mr. Com. Holroyd. 


Sctch Hequestrations. 
TueEspay, Nov. 3, 1857. 


BLEAKLEY, WILLIAM ALLEN, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, 38 Tolbooth- 
wynd, Leith. Noy. 12, at 3, Dowells & Lyon’s Rooms, 18 George-st., 
Edinburgh. Seg. Oct. 30. 

BrovuGH, Joun, Porter and Ale Dealer, Crieff. Noy. 7, at 12, Drum- 
mond Arms Hotel, Crieff. Seg. Oct. 28. 

Macrosiz, Ropert, Veterinary Surgeon, Glasgow. 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. Oct. 29. 

Murr, Jonny, & Tomas Mvrr, Farmers, Market Gardeners, and Carters, 
Partick and Broomloan, near Govan. Nov. 9, at 12, Faculty-hall, St. 
George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. Oct. 30. 

Smiru, James (W. & J. Smith), Upholsterer and Cabinetmaker, Hamil- 
ton. Nov. 7, King’s Arms Inn (Dick's), Hamilton. Seg. Oct. 23. 

WarpLaw, WALTER, & CHARLES M‘INDOE (William Wardlaw & Co.), 
Merchants, Glasgow. Nov. 9, at 12, Faculty of Procurators’ Hall, St. 
George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. Oct. 29. 


Nov. 6, at 2, 


Frinay, Vor. 6, 1857. 


Lesiz, Joun, Mason and Builder, Patrick. Nov. 10, at 12, Faculty Hall, 
St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. Nov. 2. 

Patterson, ADAM, Timber Merchant and ag = Port Glasgow. Nov. 
13, at 12, Tontine Hotel, Greenock. Seg. Nov 

Stewart, ANDREW (Andrew Stewart & Co.), ee and Shipowner, 
Greenock. Noy. 13, at 1, Tontine Inn, Greenock. Seg. Noy. 3 
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Legislation of the Bear, 


20 & 21 VICTORLE.—(Continued). 

CAP. LXXVIII.—<An Act to amend 7 § 8 Vict. c. 111, for 
facilitating tie Winding-up the Affairs of Joint-Stock Com- 
panies unable to meet their pecuniary Engagements, and also 
the Joint-Stock Companies Winding-up Acts, 1848 and 1849. 


The statutes here meant are the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 111, the 11 & 
12 Vict. c. 45, and the 12 & 13 Vict. c. 108, usually called the 
“ Winding-up Acts.” Of these, the first was passed chiefly in 
reference to joint-stock trading or commercial companies ; but it 
also has application to companies and copartnerships (the 
members whereof exceed seven’in number) not coming within 
that description ; and now the large class of joint-stock com- 
panies, which are registered under the Joint-Stock Companies 
Acts of 1856, 1857, are differently dealt with, and expressly 
excepted from the operation of the Winding-up Acts. The 
scheme of these Acts is, that, on any company within its provi- 
sions becoming bankrupt or declaring itself to be insolvent, pro- 
ceedings may be instituted by any of the creditors in the Court of 
Bankruptcy, which resemble, in their general features, those 
which obtain in the case of an ordinary bankruptcy. But after 
adjudication of bankruptcy, then, by direction of the Court of 
Bankruptcy, an order may be sought from the Court of 
Chancery for dircetions as to the winding-up and dissolution of 
the company, and for settling the claims of the respective mem- 
bers as against each other. Such an order may also be sought 
independently of any bankruptcy proceedings by any contri- 
butory in any of the cases mentioned in 11 & 12 Vict. ¢. 45, 
s. 4; and then an absolute order may be sought for such 
dissolution and winding up, either with or without any 
special directions; and on its being made, an _ official 
manager is appointed, who stands much in the same 
position with regard to the estate of the company as the 
official assignee does in the case of individual bankruptcy; 
and, in particular, it is by and against him, that, as the general 
Tule, all legal proceedings and transactions with regard to the 
company are to be had and taken. From this point, however, 
the analogy between individual and associated bankruptcy or 
winding up, in some measure, ceases. In the former case, his 
whole estate being resigned to the creditors, the bankrupt re- 
ceives his certificate, and is free. In the latter, a list of con- 
tributories is prepared, who must, in the event of the assets of 
the concern being insufficient, liquidate the deficiency out of 
their own individual resources, the principles of partnership in- 
tervening, in the case of a company, and causing this com- 
plication. 

Such being the salient features of the existing method 
for winding up and dissolving associations and copartnerships 
with more than seven members, and not registered under the 
Joint-Stock Companies Acts, 1856, 1857, the Act under dis- 
cussion makes certain improvements in the system, the chief of 
which are the following :—1. In every case where there is a 
winding-up order with respect to any company, and where such 
course shall appear expedient, and for the benefit of the parties 
interested, the creditors of the company may be from time to 
time called together before the judge or master charged with 
the winding up, for the purpose of appointing one or more per- 
sons, other than the official manager, to represent all the cre- 
ditors of the company in and about the proceedings, or certain 
of the proceedings, before such judge or master; and such per- 
son or persons may be chosen, either personally or by proxy, 
by two-thirds in value of the creditors who have proved or sworn 
to their debts, in like manner as in the choice of assignees in 
bankruptcy. And where the company has become bankrupt 
under 7 & 8 Vict. c. 111, the assignees of the estate and effects 
chosen under the proceedings are to be representatives of the 
creditors, without calling such meeting as above described. 
2. Where the company has become bankrupt under 7 & 8 Vict. 
¢. 111, before any winding-up order has been made, the assig- 
nees, acting as such representatives, may now, with leave of the 
Court of Bankruptcy, and after notice to, and obtaining the 
consent of, such creditors as the Court shall direct, and whether 
the whole of the assets of the company have been collected or 
not, take from all or any of the shareholders or members (having 
regard to the sufficiency of the assets and the solvency and 
means of the shareholders or members) such reasonable sums as 
they shall think fit, in discharge and satisfaction of their re- 
spective liabilities; or they may make any other compromise, 
composition, or arrangement in the matter. 3. In cases where, 
there being no adjudication of bankruptcy, there are no assignees, 








but representatives of the creditors have been chosen under the 
provision for that purpose of the Act under discussion, they may 
make and concur in compositions and arrangements, so far as 
the creditors of the company are concerned, whether for the 
discharge and satisfaction of the liability of all and every the 
shareholders and members, or of any or either of them, to the 
debts and liabilities of the company or otherwise. Yet, if the 
judge or master should require it, the consent of all, or of a cer- 
tain proportion of the creditors must be expressly obtained to 
the compromise or arrangement in question, and the rights of 
the creditors are not to be affected by any such compromise or 
arrangement as to their right or remedy against any person 
other than the members and contributories ef the company in 
question. 

The immediate and avowed object of the Act under discus- 
sion was to prevent for the future such ruinous contests as have 
recently been witnessed in the case of the Royal British Bank; 
and it is to be observed, that the representative principle thus 
introduced is not a new one, but an adaptation only to the case 
of an associated partnership consisting of a large number of 
persons, of the provisions for arrangement and compromise, 
which have long formed a part of our general bankrupt law. 


CAP. LXXXI.—<An Act to amend the Burial Acts. 


The foundation of the general system of interments which 
now exists, was the Metropolitan Interments Act, 1850. That 
statute, however, was altogether repealed by the Burials (within 
the metropolis) Act, 1852 (the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 85); and the 
provisions of this last Act were afterwards extended throughout 
England and Wales, and were amended, in various particulars, 
by 16 & 17 Vict. c. 134; 17 & 18 Vict. c. 87; 18 & 19 Vict. 
ec. 79, 128; and, lastly, by the Act under discussion. The 
above enumeration corrects the recital in this last Act, which 
substitutes 18 & 19 Vict. c. 78, for 18 & 19 Vict. e. 79. 

The provisions of the new Act may be thus classed:—1. 
Those which have reference to burial boards. 2. Those which 
have reference to places of interment. 3. Those which have 
reference to the performance of interments. 4. Those which 
have reference to the expense of interments. 5. Miscellaneous 
provisions. And of these in their order :— 

1. Burial Boards.—The provisions as to these are contained 
in ss. 1, 2, 4, 5, 9 of the Act under discussion: and their effect 
is, that, in cases where there is a joint board for several parishes, 
its acts may be authorised, or approved, by the vestries of the 
majority of such parishes; that such joint board may, at any 
time before the common burial ground has been provided, be 
dissolved, and the agreement which has been entered into 
between the several parishes determined, by the vestries of 
such parishes (the Act does not say, but probably means, by the 
majority of such vestries) ; that, on the petition of such parties, 
and under such circumstances as in the Act specified, the local 
board of health, established under the Public Health Act of 1848, 
may be constituted a burial board for a district co-extensive 
with its own; that, within certain restrictions, a burial board 
may be appointed by the vestry of any district which has 
hitherto had no separate burial ground, and does not separately 
maintain its own poor; and that the appointment of a board 
by the vestry in the cases provided for by 18 & 19 Vict. c. 128 
(viz. where two or more parishes have become united, or where 
the inhabitants have had a joint church, burial ground, or ves- 
try meeting), shall be subject for the future to the previous 
approval of the Home Secretary. 

2. Places of Interment.—The provisions of the Act under dis- 
cussion, as to these, are contained in ss. 3, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 23, 
24, 26: and their effect is, that, with the approval of the Home 
Secretary, more than one burial ground may be provided by a 
single board, and that separate grounds (if it shall seem fit) 
may be provided to be used, respectively, as consecrated and 
unconsecrated ground; that purish lands may (with the consent 
of the Poor Law Board) be appropriated for the reception of the 
dead buried by the parish, and may be consecrated accordingly 
by the ordinary of the diocese, to be used only for burials 
according to the rites of the Established Church; that where a 
burial ground has been provided for any parish under any of 
the Church Building Acts, by money borrowed on the security 
of the church rates, the debt may be taken up by the burial 
board of the place, and thereupon the ground shall be transferred 
to such board by the incumbent and the ordinary; that any 
closed burial ground, not belonging to the parish in which it is 
situate, may be purchased for the parish by its vestry; that 
Orders in Council may, from time to time, issue for establishing 
regulations for the protection of the public health and decency 
in respect of burials in common graves, and to authorise the 
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churchwardens and others to do such acts as may be necessary 
to ‘prevent any vault or place of burial from becoming or 
continuing injurious to the public health; that it shall be un- 
necessary to erect a wall or fence between the consecrated and 
the unconsecrated portion of any burial ground, provided there 
shall be placed proper boundary marks for the purpose; that, in 
the case of refusal by the bishop of the diocese to consecrate a 
burial ground, an appeal shall lie to the archbishop of the 
province, who, if he shall decide that the ground is in a fit and 
proper condition, and the bishop shall still refuse to consecrate, 
may license the same for interment, which shall make it lawful 
to use the same as if it had been consecrated; that unconse- 
crated land or buildings vested in trustees for the purposes of a 
cemetery or burial grounds wherein burials have been pro- 
hibited by Order in Council, may be disposed of by such trustees, 
and the money be applied cy prés; and that such closed 
cemeteries, if adjoining or near to any ground about to be 
appropriated by a burial board for the purpose of interment, 
may he purchased by such board. 

8. Performance of Interments.—The provisions of the Act 
under discussion as to this, are contained in ss. 14, 16, 17: and 
their effect is, that every person attending the funeral of any 
person buried in any place of interment provided by any Act of 
Parliament, shall be exempted from toll, in the same manner as 
he would be exempted under 3 Geo. 4, c. 126, s. 32, within the 
limits of the parish or place in which such ground is situate; 
that the provisions contained in 52 Gev. 3, c. 146, s. 4, as to 
the transmission of a certificate of burial by a minister who 
shall perform the ceremony out of his own parish, to the in- 
cumbent of the parish wherein such burial shall take place, 
shall not apply to interments in any ground provided under the 
Burial Acts; that the interment fees charged for burying in the 
unconsecrated portion of any ground, shall be the same as those 
charged for interring in the consecrated portion, less those 
which are payable in respect of the incumbent, churchwarden, 
clerk, or sexton ; and that, pending an application for consecra- 
tion of any burial ground, the incumbent, or other duly qualified 
person, may (if he shall see fit) bury in the same, provided a 
certificate from the Home Secretary has been obtained, that the 
provisions of the Burial Acts have been complied with respect- 
ing it. 

4. Tie Expense of Interments.—The provisions of the Act 
under discussion as to this, are contained in ss. 18—22: and 
their effect is, that so much of 15 & 16 Vict. c¢. 85, s. 20, as re- 
quires that not only the yearly interest of money borrowed 
under the provisions of the Burial Acts shall be paid, but that 
the principal shall be gradually discharged by yearly instal- 
ments, shall be repealed; that the clauses of 10 & 11 Vict. c. 16 
(the Commissioners Clauses Act, 1847), with respect to mort- 
gages, shall be applicable to mortgages and other securities 
executed by burial boards; that a sinking fund shall be 
provided by every burial board which has raised or borrowed 
money, for paying off the principal, by setting aside every year 
not less than one-fiftieth part of such principal, out of the 
moneys charged by such mortgages; that, for the purpose of 
raising moneys, any burial board, or borough council, may 
grant terminable annuities, instead of making mortgages; and 
that any such council may also raise any money which may be 
required for the purpose of the Burial Acts, by making a burial 
rate charged on all property liable to the borough rate. 

5. Miscellaneous Provisions.—Those in the Act under discus- 
sion which seem to require notice, are contained in ss. 15, 25: 
and their effect is, that any person wilfully destroying or in- 
juring any register books of burials kept “ according to the 
provisions of this Act,” or any part thereof, or counterfeiting or 
making any false entry, or giving a false certificate respecting 
the same, or forging or counterfeiting the seal of any burial 
board, shall be guilty of felony. 

As to this provision, it is noticeable that no register is directed 
by the Act under discussion to be kept, though distinct registers 
are directed to be kept by 16 & 17 Vict. c. 184; and that the 
subsequent provision that former Burial Acts and the Act under 
discussion are to be construed together as one Act (s. 30), does 
not seem to justify this inaccuracy. As no specific punishment 
is attached to the offences made felonious by the above pro- 
vision, it is presumed, that, under the joint effect of 7 & 8 Geo. 
4, c. 28, 8. 8; 16 & 17 Vict. c. 99; and 20.& 21 Vict. c. 8, the 
punishment will be penal servitude for not more than seven, or 
less than three years; or imprisonment fer not more than two 
years, with hard labour and solitary confinement, and, in the 
case of males, whipping, at the discretion of the Court. 

Finally, the Act under discussion contains a provision, pro- 
hibiting the removal of any body, or the remains of any body, 


which may have been interred in any place of burial (except in 
the case of removal from one consecrated place of burial to 
another, by faculty granted by the ordinary), unless a licence 
be first obtained under the hand of the Home Secretary, and 
such precautions observed as may be prescribed in the condi. 
tions of the licence. 


CAP. LXXXIII.—An Act for more effectually Preventing the 
Sale of Obscene Books, Pictures, Prints, and other Articles, 


The offence at which the Act under discussion is aimed ig 
properly referable to the head of /ewdness; which, when of an open 
and notorious character, is punishable by the common law with 
fine and imprisonment. The particular species, which consists 
in the public sale or exposure of indecent exhibitions, was ex- 
pressly regulated by 14 & 15 Vict. c. 100—an Act passed 
in 1851 for the improvement of the administration of criminal 
justice in a variety of particulars. By the 29th section of that 
Act, “any public selling, or exposing for public sale or to 
public view, of any obscene book, print, picture, or other in- 
decent exhibition,” makes the offender liable, on conviction, to 
be imprisoned “for any term now warranted by law,” and also 
to be kept to hard labour during the whole or part of such term 
of imprisonment. It is to be noticed, with regard to the Act 
under discussion, that the offence itself is left precisely as it 
was, and is made neither more nor less penal than before, the 
aim of the Act being, not to punish the offender, but to prevent 
him from injuring others by continuing to offend. With this 
view, the machinery already in play with regard to common 
gaming-houses has been, in part, adopted; but it has been 
thought proper to require (in the case of a house suspected 
to contain obscene articles) greater precautions than in the 
case of a suspected gaming-house before entrance can be made 
by the police. Instead of a single justice of the peace, the 
complaint must be made to two, or, at all events, before a 
stipendiary or metropolitan police magistrate; and the com- 
plainant must also swear that “‘ one or more articles of the like 
character have been sold, distributed, exhibited, lent, or other- 
wise published,” within the limits of the jurisdiction of the 
justices or magistrate, so that they or he may be satisfied “ that 
the belief of the complainant is well founded.” Before a search 
warrant can issue, moreover, it is essential that the justices or 
magistrate should be satisfied that the articles are of such a 
character and description that the publication of them would be 
a misdemeanor, and that they are kept to be, in some way or 
other (as by exhibition or lending upon hire), published jor 
purposes of gain. 

It is remarkable that the Legislature, in its extreme anxiety 
to prevent the abuse of the powers given by the Act under dis- 
cussion, has in one important particular failed to render the 
facilities afforded by it co-extensive with the existing law. 
There is no doubt, that, not only at common law, but under the 
14 & 15 Vict., an indecent representation, publicly exhibited 


though it could not be shown that it was exhibited for 
purposes of gain. Other objects can easily be imagined ; and 
yet, in such cases, the wholesome provisions of the Act under 
discussion would be inapplicable. 

Again, by s. 4 of the Act under discussion, “any person ag- 
grieved by any act or determination of the magistrate or justices 
in or concerning the execution of the Act, may appeal to the 
next general or quarter sessions.” Is it intended that the pro- 
visions of ¢. 43 of this session should also apply ? By that Act, 
as our readers will remember, it is made lawful for either party 
to any determination by a justice or justices of any complaint 
which they have power to determine summarily “ by any law 
now in force, or hereafter to be made,” if dissatisfied with the 
determination as being erroneous in point of law, to apply for 
a special case setting forth the facts and the grounds of such 
determination, for the judgment of such one of the superior 
courts of law as the applicant shall select, but that the person 
obtaining such case shall be held to have abandoned his right 
of appeal to the sessions. It is useless to speculate as to what 
the intention of the Legislature may have been as to this, be- 
cause it is probable that the point never occurred to them ; but, 
on the construction of the two Acts as they appear in the 
statute-book, it would seem that a person whose house has been 
entered, or property seized or destroyed, under the provisions of 
the Act under discussion, and who should consider himeelf to be 
aggrieved by the determination of the justices or a magistrate 
in some point of law, might abandon his right of appeal under 
s. 4, and apply for a case to be stated under the provisions of 





cap. 43. 
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CAP. LXXXV.—An Act to amend the Law relating to_Divorce 
and Matrimonial Causes in England. 


As this Act is closely connected with that for amending the 
law relating to probates and letters of administration which 
lately came under discussion, it will be convenient to deal 
with it after a similar fashion, and to notice such of its 
provisions only as can be prominently classed together under 
the following heads :—I. As te its effect on existing law, courts, 
and jurisdictions. II. As to the eonstitution of the new Court 
for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes. III. As to those who 
may practise therein. IV. As to the course of procedure. 
V. As to appeals. And of these in their order : 


I.—As to the Effect of the Act under Discussion on existing Law, 
Courts, and Jurisdictions. 


By s. 2, all jurisdiction now exercisable by any ecclesiastical 
court in England in respect of divorces & mensd et thoro, suits of 
nullity or jactitation of marriage, or for restitution of conjugal 
rights, and in all causes, suits, and matters matrimonial shall 
cease to be so exercisable. 

One exception to this general enactment is made, however— 
viz. in reference to the grant of marriage licences; and a com- 
mon licence for this purpose may, therefore, still, as heretofore, 
be obtained from the ordinary or his surrogate, or a special one 
from the Archbishop of Canterbury. It is apprehended, how- 
ever, that the graut of marriage licences is not properly part of 
the jurisdiction of any ecclesiastical court, but is incident to the 
ecclesiastical office; and, therefore, it ‘3 conceived that it would 
have been more accurate not to have mentioned the grant of 
such licences, as if it formed part of the jurisdiction no longer 
to be exercisable. 

By the 6th section, all the jurisdiction above specified is to 
be exercised, in the name of the Crown, in a court of record, to 
be called “The Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes,” 
though (by s. 7) no decree shall be hereafter made for a divorce 
& mensa et thoro; but where formerly such a decree would have 
been pronounced, there is to be a decree for a judicial separation, 
“which shall have the same force and the same consequences 
as a divorce & mensd et thoro now has.” It is not easy to see 
the value of this mere change of name; but neither is it easy 
to reconcile the definition of a ‘judicial separation ” here given 
with the 25th and 26th sections, by which certain consequences 
are directed to follow in every case of judicial separation, which 
certainly did not belong to a divorce d mensd et thoro; or with 
s. 16, in which it is again stated that a sentence of judicial 
separation is to have the effect of a divorce ad mensd et thoro 
under the existing law, and such other legal effect as herein 
mentioned. 

By s. 59, no action is henceforth—i. ¢. after the Act shall 
come into operation—to be maintainable in England for criminal 
conversation; but in lieu thereof, it is provided by s. 33 that 
any husband may claim damages from any person on the ground 
of his having committed adultery with the wife of such peti- 
tioner, and his claim shall be heard and tried on the same prin- 
ciples, in the same manner, and subject to the same or the like 
rules and regulations as such abolished actions; and the damages 
to be recovered on such petition are, in all cases, to be ascertained 
by the verdict of a jury. In all these respects, therefore, this again 
is merely a change of name; and, in particular, the indecency 
caused by a public inquiry into matters of this description 
before a mixed audience is preserved to its full extent. The 
only real change is in the concluding clause of the 33rd section, 
which allows the Court to direct in what manner such damages 
shall be paid or applied, and to appropriate the whole or a part 
for the benefit of the children of the marriage (not of the adul- 
terous connection), or as a provision for the maintenance of the 
wife. But even here, it would seem, that, in the absence of any 
such direction, the intention of the Act is, that the husband shall 
still be paid in money the sum which a jury shall assess as an 
equivalent for his dishonour. 

By s. 21, a wife deserted by her husband may apply to a 
magistrate or to the divorce court for an order to protect any 
Money or property she may acquire by her own lawful industry, 
and property which she may become possessed of, after such 
desertion, against her husband or his creditors, or any person 
claiming under him; and (such order being made) such earn- 
ings and property shall belong to the wife as if she were a feme 
sole. But the order must be registered at the district county 
Court, and an application for its discharge may be made by the 
husband, creditor, or person claiming under the husband. If 
Property so protected be nevertheless seized or held, the specific 
Property, together with a sum double its value, may be re- 





covered at the suit of the wife; and during such order of pro- 
tection, she is to be, with regard to property and contracts, and 
suing and being sued, as if she had obtained a decree of judicial 
separation. 

By. 16, a judicial separation (equivalent to a former divorce dé 
mensé et thoro) is obtainable for adultery, or cruelty, or desertion 
without cause for two years and upwards. By s. 27, a dissolu- 
tion of marriage (equivalent to a former divorce d vinculo matri- 
monit) is obtainable for adultery of the wife, or for adultery of 
the husband if coupled with incest or bigamy, or cruelty, such 
as without adultery would formerly have entitled the wife to a 
divorce & mensd et thoro; or for rape or unnatural offence com- 
mitted by the husband. 


II.—As to the Constitution of the Court for Divorce and Matri- 
monial Causes. 


By ss. 8, 9, the judges of the court are to be the Lord Chan- 
cellor, the chief justices, and the senior puisne judges for the time 
being of the superior common law courts, and the judge of the 
Court of Probate; but this last dignitary is to be called the 
Judge Ordinary, and may sit alone and determine all matters 
except petitions for dissolution, or for a sentence of nullity, of 
marriage, or applications for new trials of questions or issues 
before a jury, bills of exceptions, special verdicts, and special 
cases. All these, except the three last, must be determined by 
three or more of the judges of the court (one being the judge 
ordinary), and bills of exception, special verdicts, and special 
cases must be determined by the full court (s. 39). 

During the temporary absence of the judge ordinary, the 
Master of the Rolls, the judge of the Admiralty, a lord justice, 
a vice-chancellor, or any of the common law judges may, by 
s. 11, be appointed by the Lord Chancellor to act as judge ordi- 
nary. 

The Court is to sit in London or Middlesex, or elsewhere, as 
appointed by Order in Council. It is to have a seal of its own, 
and is to be attended by the registrars and other officers of the 
principal registry of the Court of Probate to assist in its pro- 
ceedings. 

Quite independently, however, of the new Divorce Court, the 
Act under discussion provides (by ss. 17, 18) that applications 
for restitution of conjugal rights, or for judicial separation, may 
be also made, by either husband or wife, to any judge of assize 
for the county in which the applicant is resident; and such 
restitution or separation may be by him decreed, and order for 
alimony (in case of an application by the wife) may be made. 
Such petition, however, may be referred by the judge to any 
of the Queen’s counsel or serjeants-at-law named in the same 
commission of assize or Nisi Prius; and every order made 
by such judge, or by a person to whom the matter shall 
be referred by him, shall be entered as an order of the court 
(apparently of the new Divorce Court) and have the same foree 
and effect as if it had originally been made by the Court, but 
may be reviewed, altered, or reversed by the judge ordinary. 


III.—As to those who may practise in the Divorce Court. 


By s. 15 all persons admitted to practise as advocates or proe- 
tors in any ecclesiastical court, and all barristers, attorneys, and 
solicitors entitled to practise in the superior courts at Westmin- 
ster, may practise in the Court of Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes. It is to be noticed that this enactment is much less 
specific in its terms than those on the same subject in the Pro- 
bate Act; and it remains to be seen whether this is to be 
regarded as a blemish or as an improvement. There is no 
power given to advocates or proctors to practise in matters 
brought before a judge of assize under ss. 17, 18, or before a 
metropolitan police magistrate or justices at petty sessions under 
8. 21. 

IV.—As to the Course of Procedure. 


By s. 22, in all suits and proceedings other than proceedings 
to dissolve any marriage, the Court is to proceed and act and give 
relief on principles and rules conformable, in the opinion of the 
Court, to those which have hitherto obtained in the ecclesiastical 
courts; but by s. 53, a general power is given to the Court to 
make rules and regulations concerning its practice and pro- 
cedure, which must, however, be laid before Parliament ; and 
the practice, in a variety of particulars, referring chiefly to the 
trial of questions of fact, the manner of serving petitions, and the 
mode of taking and procuring evidence, are specifically laid down 
in the Act (see particularly ss. 36—50), and may be said, gene- 
rally, to be formed on the model of proceedings in the superior 
courts, under the Common Law Procedure Acts of 1852, 1854. 
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V.—As to Appeals. 

By s. 55 an appeal lies from the decision of the judge ordi- 
nary, of any matter which he may determine sitting alone, to 
the full court; and, by s. 56, the decision of the full court on 
any petition for dissolution of a marriage may be appealed 
against to the House of Lords. If a decree for dissolving a 
marriage shall be made, and no appeal be lodged, then, at the 
expiration of the time limited for appealing therefrom (or if such 
a decree shall, in the result of such appeal, be confirmed), the 





respective parties may marry again, as if the prior marriage had 
been dissolved by death. But no clergyman in holy orders, on 
being applied to to marry such persons in his church or chapel, 
shall be compelled to solemnise the marriage of any person 
whose former marriage shall have been dissolved on account of 
his or her adultery; though, on the other hand, the clergyman 
so refusing is to permit any other minister in holy orders, en- 
titled to officiate within the diocese, to perform the marriage 
service in such church or chapel. 
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a Trinity Term, 501 
annual registration of, 947 
application to renew certificate of, 556 
cases respecting, 131, 132, 269, 290, 310, 438 
practising in Insolvent Courts, 443 

ATTORNEY, action against an, for negligence, 576 

— alleged forgery by an, 557, 578 

ATTORNEY ’S liability for negligence, 473, 494, 503, 514 

—— bill, action on, 517 

—— negligence, consequence of, 455 


” 


” 


BAIL COURT, proceedings in, 940 

BANK OF ENGLAND RETURNS, 45, 66,92, 120, 148, 171, 
203, 281, 256, 280, 300, 319, 341, 370, 390, 410, 429, 
450, 470, 490, 510, 529, 550, 570, 590, 609, 630, 657, 
678, 698, 718, 738, 758, 779, 798, 819, 835, 851, 866, 
882, 898, 914, 933, 953. 

BANKRUPTS, 18, 45, 66, 93, 120, 148, 171, 203, 231, 257, 
281, 301, 341, 370, 391, 410, 430, 450, 470, 490, 510, 530, 
550, 570, 590, 609, 630, 658, 679, 698, 718, 739, 758, 779, 
799, 819, 835, 851, 866, 883, 898, 914, 934, 954 

BANKRUPTCY, proceedings in— 

Basinghall-street, 212, 240, 310, 416, 417, 438, 456, 
457, 477, 478, 557, 576, 688, 725, 727, 728, 744, 745, 
765, 784, 805, 823, 840, 855, 856, 871, 903, 919, 940 

Bristol, 557, 840, 887 

Leeds, 436, 886 

Liverpool, 941 

Manchester, 919 

BANKRUPTCY BILL, Lord Brougham’s, 782 

BANKRUPTCY, COURT OF, brokers of the, 240. 

—— decisions in, 536 

—— order of, 313 

—— statistics in, 686 





BANKRUPTCY, Ireland, amount of fees received in, 557 

BANKRUPT AND INSOLVENT LAWS, the, 747 

BANKING, limited liability in, 665 

BAR, calls to, Hilary Term, 102, 103 

Easter Term, 428 
» Trinity Term, 539, 557 

etiquette of, 596, 902 

members of, returned to Parliament, 378 

BARBER, W. H., the case of, 290 

BARRISTER SAWARD, 52 

BARRISTERS ON CIRCUIT, 767 

BILLS OF EXCHANGE, summary diligence on, 476 

BILLS AND CLAIMS, printing of, 100 

BILLS NOT ACTS, 661 

BIRMINGHAM LAW PROFESSORSHIP, the, 903 

BIRMINGHAM CONFERENCES, the, 886 

BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES, 15, 42, 63, 90, 118, 
146, 170, 201, 230, 255, 280, 299, 818, 389, 869, 389, 
409, 429, 449, 469, 489, 508, 528, 549, 569, 589, 608, 
629, 656, 677, 697, 717, 737, 757, 778, 797, 817, 834, 
850, 865, 881, 897, 912, 932, 952 

BLACK ART, the, in an age of light, 305 

BRITISH BANK, ROYAL, proceedings in the case of, 21, 
267, 435, 438, 456, 536, 557, 577, 578, 839 

BRITISH BANK DIRECTORS, prosecution of, 474, 857 

BROWN, HUMPHREY, prosecution of, 557 


” 








CALLS TO THE BAR, Hilary Term, 102, 103 
Easter Term, 428 
Trinity Term, 539, 557 
CAMERON, H. J., surrender of, 596 
CANADIAN COURTS, admission of barristers and attorneys 
to practise in the, 438 

CANADA, local courts of, 942 

CANDIDATES FOR EXAMINATION, 374 

CANVASSING, 666 

CAPITAL PUNISHMENTS, Mr. Neate on, 414 

CASES AT COMMON LAW— 

Action on a Judgment (Lomax v. Berry), 479 

for a Tort committed by one man under direction of 
another, Rule of Law as to (Pidgeon v. Legge), 579 

Admissibility of Depositions taken before a Magistrate 
(Regina v. Cockburn), 499 

Affidavit (Julland v. Riches), 74 

Amending Particulars of Demand after Compulsory Refer- 
ence (Simmons v. Moss; Gibbs v. Knight), 479 

Appeal from the Decision of the Court as to a Rule, Prac- 
tice on (Kingsford v. Merry), 54 

Arbitrator, Power of, to administer an Oath (Simmons v. 
Moss; Gibbs v. Knight), 479 

Arbitrator’s Charges (Webb v. Wyatt), 499 

Articled Clerks—-Form of Rule for allowing Articles to be 
inrolled, and Service to be computed from their date (Ex 
parte Lewis Hand), 580 

Service under unstamped Articles—affixing Stamp 

on payment of Penalty (In re Welch), 440 

Stamping Articles under 18 & 19 Vict. c. 81—Appli- 
cation refused (Re Hand), 538 

Articles of Clerkship defectively Stamped (Ex parte 
Norton), 5 

Stamp on, before Inrolment, Necessity for (Ex parte 

Williams), 271 
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CASES AT COMMON LAW—(continued) 
Attachment, Effect of Service on Order of (Turner and Others 
v. Jones), 241 
Attorney—Advocate—Privileged Communication (Brown 
v. Foster), 188 
—— Appearing without Authority, Effect of (Regina v. 
Higham), 440 
Attachment, Effect of Certificate of Protection (Re 
Slater), 213 
(In re Russell v. Dodd), 158 
Authority to receive Interest or Principal on Mortgage 
(Kent v. Thomas), 158 
Conduct Money, Action to Recover (Martin v. An- 
drews), 313 
— Discharge of Judgment Debtor, by Order of (Hedges v. 
Paterson), 730 
Lien for Costs, Purchase of the Cause of Action (Smith 
v. Selwyn), 580 
et as against Judgment Creditor—Garnishee Clauses 
(Hough v. Edwards), 313 
Loan by, on Damages recovered—Champerty and 
Maintenance (Simpson v. Lamb), 130 
Parish Business—Bills for Allowance by Poor-Law 
Auditor (The Queen v. Hunt), 382 
—— Principle of Remuneration of—Taxation of Costs (Ex 
parte Marshall, Re Wooller), 559 
Privileges of (Grace v. Wilmer), 4 
—— Privilege from Arrest Eundo, Manendo, et Redeundo 
(Jones v. Marshall), 538 
—— Remuneration of—Parliamentary Business—Town 
Clerk (Morgan v. The Corporation of Birmingham), 
187 


—— Responsibility of, as General Agent for his Client 
(Swinfen v. Swinfen), 102 
Responsibility of Client for Acts of (Collett v. Foster), 
89 


—— —— for Acts done by his Clerks (Re Eyre; Palmer 
v. Evans), 349 
Rule to pay Money—Summary Jurisdiction of the 
Court (In re W.. Marshall), 101 
Service of Notice on—Appeal from Decision of the 
County Court (Evans v. Mathews), 292 
Service of Rule on (Re , an Attorney), 537 
When insufficient (Edwards v. The Kilkenny and 
Great Southern and Western Ry. Co.), 480 
Signed Bill, Delivery of—Extra Costs (Piggot v. Cad- 
man), 242 
Practice as to—Differences of Opinion in the 
Courts (Haigh v. Ousey), 459 
Striking off the Roll of an, by request—Abandonment 
of Rule (Ex parte ), 598 
Striking off the Roll—Application to be restored (Re 
Thomas Simpson), 729 
Attorney’s Bill—Defence of Negligence (Cox v. Leach), 
74 
Misjoinder of Defendants, Effect of (Wilkins ». 
Alexander and George Steele), 520 
Attorney’s Clerk, Attending Taxation by—Setting aside 
Judgment signed on a Judge’s Order (Perkins v. 
The National Assurance and Investment Association), 
398 
Attorney and Client—Liability for Expenses of Wit- 
nesses (Lee v. Everest), 668 
Award, Signing Judgment on, Time for (O'Toole v. 
Potts), 157 
Bankruptcy (Clements v. M’Kibben), 730 
Act of (Ex parte Harrison re Lawford), 75 
—— Affidavit of Debt under Consolidation Act, s. 78 
(Gilbert v. Crozier, Brockelhurst and Another v. Law, 214 
Application under s. 86 of Consolidation Act (Hill v. 
Merritt), 242 
Arrangement Clauses (M‘Naught v. Russell), 292 
—— Arrangement Clauses (Tindall v. Hibberd), 480 
Assignees bringing Action without leave (Lee ». 
Sangster), 419 
Distress under (Gilbert v. Crozier, Brockelhurst and 
Another v. Law), 214 
Fraudulent Dealings (Re Simond, Ex parte Simond), 


—— Loss by non-delivery of Goods (Ex parte Harrison, 
Re Lawford), 75 
Punishment (Re Simond, Ex parte Simond), 330 
Bastardy, order (Regina v. Higham), 420 





CASES AT COMMON LAW —(continued) 
Bastardy Order, Service of, in a Foreign Country (The 
Queen v. Lightfoot), 480 
Bills of Exchange, Stamps on, Practice as to (Sharples ». 
Rickards), 498 
Branch Banks, Law as to Action to recover a Sum im- 
properly paid on a Cheque (Woodland v. Fear), 538 
Breach of Condition in Order made a Rule of Court, remedy 
for (Bayntun v. Bayntun), 398 , 
Breach of Agreement, to refer (Lury v. Pearson), 707 
Ca. Sa., Effect of Change in the place of Custody (Haines 
v. The East India Company), 54 
Certificate of Costs (Bennett v. Thompson), 331 
of Protection, Effect of (Re Slater), 213 
Certiorari (Reg v. The Mayor of Manchester), 292 
Champerty and Maintenance (Simpson and Another », 
Lamb), 130 
Commitment, Warrant of (Reg. v. Jewell and Percival), 102 
Vagrant Act (Ex parte Cross), 381 
Validity of (Ex parte Cross), 381 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1854; Discovery, Practice 
as to (Thompson v. Robson), 639 
Compensation for Loss of Office (Reg. v. The Mayor of 
Brighton), 158 
Composition with Creditors (Boyd v. Hind), 292 
Refusal to accept (Tindall v. Hibberd), 480 
—— Law of, Debts now owing (Fazakerley v. M‘Knight), 
330 
Meaning of a Deed of (Fazakerley v. M‘Knight), 330 
Conflict of Jurisdiction between the County Courts and the 
Insolvent Court (Cookman v. Rose), 499 
Conspiracy (Regina v. Jewell and Percival), 102 
Contracts of Sale; Order for Goods to be made ‘as soon 
as possible ” (Attwood and Another v. Emery), 349 
Contracting as Agent without Authority (Collen ». 
Wright), 420 5 
(Simons v. Patchett), 440 
Coroner’s Remuneration—Inquest duly taken (Reg. v. The 
Justices of Gloucestershire), 559 
Corporation, Indictment against (Reg. v. The Mayor of 
Manchester), 292 
Costs (Regina v. The Mayor of Manchester), 292 
how applied for (Lomax v. Berry), 479 
— Right to, Concurrent Jurisdiction (Springbelt v. 
King), 419 
on Judgment by Default, 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 30 
(Heard v. Edey), 270 
County Courts; Costs (Lawford v. Partridge), 214 
Notice of Appeal (Evans v. Mathews), 293 
Service on Attorney (Evans v. Mathews), 293 
County Court Process, Abuse of (Reg. v. Evans), 579 
County Court—Malicious Prosecution ; Failure of Jurisdic- 
diction (Hunt v. The North Staffordshire Railway Co.), 640 
Country Bank Notes; how far Payment and Discharge of 
Surety (Pooley v. Harradine; The Guardians of the 
Lichfield Union v. Greene), 312 
Criminal Information, Rule for; Personal Service dispensed 
with (Regina v. Tempest), 598 
Criminal Law—Murder and Manslaughter; Attempts to 
murder (Reg. v. Hughes; Regina v. Gray), 640 
Damages, how d (Simons v. Patchett), 440 
De minimis non curat Lex, frivolous Demand (Brown »v. 
Hellaby), 419 
Debt under £20 (Hodges v. Callaghan), 460 
Defence, Order of (Reg v. Holman and Poplett), 707 
Delivery of signed Bill (Pigot v. Cadman), 242 
Delivery by one Party in default of Delivery by the other, 
Effect of (Simmons v. Siggers), 729 
Discovery of Defendant’s Title in Ejectment (Horton ». 
Bolt), 690 
Distress under Bankruptcy (Gilbert v. Crozier; Brockel- 
hurst and Another v. Law), 214 
Distributive Issues (Treherne v. Gardner), 707 
Enlarging Rule for the purpose of Service (Grissold v. 
Harding), 729 
Equitable Plea of Time given to Principal (Pooley v. Har- 
radine; the Guardians of Lichfield Union v. Greene), 
312 
Erroneous Finding of a Jury on an Inquisition taken on a 
Writ of Elegit, Effect of (Barnes v. Harding), 499 
Estate Agent; Quantum Meruit ; Special Contract (Prickett 
v. Badger), 313 
Evidence, Dying Declaraticn (Reg. v. Reany & Reddish), 131 
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CASES AT COMMON LAW—(continued) 


Evidence, Point as to (Gee v. Ward), 519 

—— Procuring (Kelsall v. Marshall), 399 

—— Stealing ; recent Possession (Regina v. Wilson), 131 

Exchequer Chamber, Rale as to Costs of Appeal to (Young, 
Appellant, v. Moeller, respondent), 330 

Execution against Shareholder, Leave to issue (Palmer v. 
The Justice Insurance Society), 102 

— by Ca. Sa. (Hodges v. Callaghan), 460 

—— Priority of (Sturgis v. The Bishop of London), 440 

—— Writ of (Andrews v. Sanderson and Nicholls), 214 

Expense of Professional Advocacy (Lawford v. Partridge), 
214 

Extent of the Agent’s Liability (Collen v. Wright), 420 

False Pretences, obtaining Money under, when indictable, 
(Reg. v. Bryan), 519 

Fi. fa., when to be returned before issuing a ca. sa. (Andrews 
v. Sanderson and Nicholls), 214 

Form of Order of Reference at Nisi Prius (Simmonds v. 
Moss; Gibbs v. Knight), 479 

Fraud, Effcot of (Wheelton v. Hardisty), 690 

Habeas Corpus ad Testificandum, when it will not lie (Binns 
v. Moseley and Cobbett), 520 

High Bailiff of County Court, Action against, for acting as 
Attorney in a Proceeding in the Court (Warden v. Stone), 
440 

Holding over after Lease (Thomas v. Parker), 214 

Homicide on the High Seas by Foreigners not triable in 
England (Regina v. Lewis), 499 

Husband and Wife, Liability for house expenses (Ruddock 
v. Marsh), 292 

Innkeepers, Extent of their Lien (Snead v. Watkins), 
399 


Insolvent Clergyman; Writ of Sequestrari Facias (Parry 
v. Jones), 53 

Inspection of Documents, Practice as to (British Empire 
Shipping Co. v. Soames), 419 ‘ 

—— (Temperley v. Willett), 26 

—— (Smith v. The Great Western Railway Co.), 26 

—— (Bray v. Finch), 26 

Interpleader Issue (Green v. Stephens; Edwards v. Eng- 
lish), 440 

Costs of (Clifton v. Davies), 26 

Interest in a Life Policy (Shilling v. The Accidental Death 
Assurance Co.), 498 

Interrogatories under 17 & 18 Vict. c. 125 (Benson v. Paull; 
Edwards v. Wakefield), 382 

Interrogatories under the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854 (Bird v. ), 899 

—— (Moor v. Roberts), 623 

Joint-Stock Company under 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110—Action on 
Contract signed by Directors (Charles v. The National 
Guardian Assurance Co.), 623 

Joint-Stock Banks (Fell v. Burchett), 459 

—— Liability of Shareholders (Peddell v. Gwynne; 
Gordon v. Official Manager of the Sea Assurance Co. ; 
Henderson v. The Royal British Bank), 187 

Judgment, Action on a—Costs how applied for (Lomax »v. 
Berry), 479 

—— Arrest on a (O’Brien v. Dow), 381 

—— Setting aside, signed on a Judge’s Order (Perkins v. 
The National Assurance and Investment Association), 
398 

Jurisdiction of Judge; Leave to issue Execution against 
Shareholder (Palmer v. The Justice Insurance Society), 
102 


Jus Tertii—when available as a defence (Green v. Stephens ; 

Edwards v. English), 440 
“ Keeping the House,” Meaning of (Clements v. M‘Kibben), 

730 

Kingsford v. Merry; no Title acquired under Possession 
obtained by Fraud (Higgins v. Burton), 598 

Levari Facias, Law as to (Sturgis v. The Bishop of Lon- 
don), 440 

Liability as Owner of Property (Dyman v. Leech), 419 

Lien for Costs, as against Judgment Creditor (Hough v. 
Edwards), 313 

Life Insurance (Wheelton v. Hardisty), 690 

Life Policy, Interest in a (Shilling v. The Accidental Death 
Assurance Company), 498 

Lis Mota, Doctrine of, considered (Gee v. Ward), 519 

Long Vacation, Time to plead (Sharp v. Fox), 5 

Magistrate, Action against (Gelen v. Hall), 668 





CASES AT COMMON LAW—(contii 


continued) 

Magistrate, Action against, in County Courts (Western v. 
Sneyd), 241 

Magistrate’s Clerk, Fees of (Bowman v. Blythe), 5 

Mandamus, Writ of, under 13 Geo. 3, c. 63 (Kelsall v. 
Marshall), 399 

Writ of, under 17 & 18 Vict. c. 125 (Benson v. 

Paull ; Edwards v. Wakefield), 382 

Married Women, Ca. Sa., Discharge by Reason of having 
no Separate Property (Ivens v. Butler and Wife), 102 

Master and Servant; Action under 9 & 10 Vict. c. 93 
(Degg v. The Midland Railway Company), 292 

— Conviction under 4 Geo. 4, c. 34 (Re Baker), 558 

—— Liability of Owner of Property (Dyman ». Leech), 
419 

Conviction under 4 Geo. 4, c. 34; Law of Respon- 

sibility for Acts of Servant (Patten v. Rea), 599 

Maxim of Caveat Emptor, Law as to (Hall v. Conder), 439 

Mercantile Law Amendment Act, 1856, Execution Writ 
(Williams v. Smith), 639 : 

Mileage (Gill and Other v. Jose), 398 

Misjoinder of Defendants, Effect of (Wilkins v. Alexander 
and George Steele), 520 

New Trial on the Ground of Excessive Damages and Sur- 
prise (Smith v. Woodfine), 623 

Nisi Prius, Form of Order of Reference at (Simmons v. 
Moss; Gibbs v. Knight), 479 

Nonsuit, Effect of (Sharples v. Rickards), 499 

Notice of Trial, Irregularity in (Fenn v. Green), 330 

Notice to admit, Effect of—Costs (The Oxford, Worcester, 
and Wolverhampton Railway Company v. Scudamore), 
420 

Obtaining Property by False Pretences (Reg. v. Danger), 
667 


Parliamentary Elections, Offence of Undue Influence at 
(Regina v. Barnwell), 479 
Payment for Client (Lucas v. Wilkinson), 5 
Police Magistrate, Application against a (Reg. v. Dayman 
519 
compelling Adjudication (Reg. v. Paynter), 158 
Policy void under 14 Geo. 3, c. 48 (Hodson v. The Observer 
Life Assurance Company), 639 
Power of Arbitrator to administer an Oath (Simmons v. 
Moss; Gibb v. Knight), 479 
Practice as to Irregularity in Defective Notice of Trial 
(Selwyn v. Smith), 730 
as to Stamps on Bills of Exchange (Sharples v. 
Rickards), 499 
Principal and Agent, Delivery of Goods (Summers v. 
Solomon), 598 
and Surety (Pooley v. Harradine; The Guardians of 
the Lichfield Union v. Greene), 312 
Privilege from Arrest, Common Informer (Ex parte 
Cobbett), 639 
Proceedings, Application for Stay of (Lury v. Pearson), 
707 


Removal of (Western v. Sneyd), 241 
Prosecution under the Corrupt Practices Prevention Act, 
1854 (Regina v. Barnwell), 479 
Promissory Notes, Personal Liability of Directors on 
(Lindus v. Melrose), 668 
Ref lsory, Practice as to (Master v. Hamil- 





ton), 707 
Refusal to accept Composition (Tindall v. Hibberd), 480 
Removal of Proceedings (Western v. Sneyd), 241 
Responsibility of Client for Acts of Attorney (Collett v. 

Foster), 689 
Review in Taxation of Costs of Arbitrator's Charges (Webb 

v. Wyatt), 499 
Right of Appeal under 12 & 15 Vict. cc. 92 and 25 (The 

Queen v. The Justices of Warwickshire), 480 
Rights of Assignees as against Execution Creditor (Turner 

and Others v. Jones), 241 
Right to sue Shareholder (Fell v. Burchett), 459 
Ruling of Judge, when conclusive (Sharples v. Rickards), 

499 
Sale of Goods (Hall v. Conder), 439 
Scotch Protection (O’Brien v. Dow), 381 
Secondary Evidence; Admissibility of Depositions taken 

before Magistrates (Reg. v. Cockburn), 499 
Service, Personal (Russell v. Dodd), 158 
Service of Rule on Attorney (Edwards v. The Kilkenny 

and Great Southern and Western Railway Co.), 480 
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CASES AT COMMON LAW—(continued) 
Service of Summons in Foreign Country (The Queen v. 
Lightfoot), 480 
Service under Unstamped Articles (In re Welch), 440 
Sheriff, Action against (Hodges v. Patterson), 730 
Sheriff’s Fees for Special Jury (Bennett v. Thompson), 331 
Sheriff’s Officer, Rule against (Gill and Others v. Jose), 398 
Signature to Will (Page v. Donovan and Hankey), 242 
Signed Bill, Practice as to—Difference of Opinion in the 
Courts (Haigh v. Ousey), 459 
Spring Guns, &e., Law as to (Wootton v. Dawkins), 398 
Stamp on Articles of Clerkship, Necessity for, before In- 
rolment (Ex parte Williams), 271 
Summons to discharge, Service of (O’Brien v. Dow), 381 
Taxation of Bill, 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, s. 37 (Cowdell ». 
Neale), 54 
Taxation of Costs (The Queen v. Eastwood), 26 
(Treherne v. Gardner), 707 
Taxation of Arbitrator’s Charges, Review of (Webb v. 
Wyatt), 499 - 
Tenancy, Terms of (Thomas v. Parker), 214 
Town Clerk, Duties of, in respect of the List of Voters, &e. 
(Regina v. Allday), 538 
Trial, Defective Notice of (Selwyn v. Smith), 730 
Undue Influence at Parliamentary Elections, Offence of 
(Regina v. Barnwell), 479 
Venue—Defective Notice of Trial—Irregularity, Practice as 
to (Selwyn v. Smith), 730 
—— Change of (Smith v. O’Brien; Jullands v. Riches), 74 
Will, Alleged, Stay of Proceedings on Account of (Prosser 
v. Wagner), d4 
Signature to (Page v. Donovan and Hankey), 242 
Writ of Injunction under 17 & 18 Vict. c. 125, not issu- 
able in Ejectment (Baylis v. Legros), 689 
























































CASE OF Swinfen v. Swinfen, 50 
— The Queen v. Clarke, 70 
Fanny Kay, 129 
—— The Arrow, 210 
—— Evans v. Robinson, 766 





CHANCERY, RECENT DECISIONS IN, 
Accumulations, Maintenance, resulting Trust (Baker ». 
Pugh), 130 
Administration Summons at Chambers—Injunction and 
Receiver granted under (Brooker v. Brooker), 269 
Administration Suit, Costs in—Appeal for Costs (Horn v. 
Coleman), 311 
Affidavit of no Collusion on Interpleader Bill (Gibbs v. 
Gibbs), 130 
Agreements by Promoters of a Public Company, how far 
binding on the Company (Williams v. St. George’s Har- 
bour Railway Co.), 622 
Alienation of Charity Lands; Effect of Statutes of Limita- 
tion on Claims by Charities (The Attorney-General v. 
Magdalen College, Oxford), 638 
Answer—Right to cross-examine on (Wightman v. Whiel- 
ton), 240 
Appeal in Forma Pauperis (Grimwood v. Shave), 418 
Appeal under the Bankruptey Law Consolidation Act, 
Time for (Re Marcus), 212 
Apportionment; Tenant for Life entitled to Reversion in 
Fee, (Re Clulow’s Estate), 458 
Bankrupt—Order and Disposition (Bartlett v. Bartlett), 458 
Order and Disposition (Day v. Day), 596 
Stop Order (Bartlett v. Bartlett), 458 
Stop Order (Day v. Day), 596 
Bill of Sale—Fixtures—Order and Disposition (Whitmore 
v. Empson), 101 
Bond Debt, Construction of, “‘ Charged upon” and “ Pay- 
able out of,” within the 40th section of the 3 & 4 Will. 
4, c. 27 (Roddam v. Morley), 438 
Statutes of Limitation: Party “liable” within the 
5th section of the 3 & Will. 4, c. 42; Payment of 
Interest by Tenant for Life (Roddam v. Morley), 438 
Champerty ; Purchases by Solicitors from their Clients 
(Knight v. Bowyer), 946 
Chartered School, Jurisdiction of the Court over (Attorney- 
General v. Dedham), 312 
Clause of Forfeiture on Assignment, Construction of 
(Graham v. Lee), 213 
Company, how far bound by Contract of Directors 
(Green v. Nixon), 380 

























CHANCERY, RECENT DECISIONS IN—(continued) 


Confidential Relation, Disclosure of Fraud not privileged 
by (Gartside v. Outram), 53 

Construction 

Survivorship (Page v. May), 771 

Money: Terms of Excepting Clause not to extend 

the Force of Words in Original Gift (Ludlow », 

Stevenson), 923 

of Winding-up Acts; Nature of Liability created by 

Call (Re Royal Bank of Australia; Robinson’s Ex- 

ecutors’ case), 24 

of Will; Double Contingency (Gray v. Pearson), 418 

Constructive Notice (The Mayor of Berwick v. Murray), 
101 














* Conversion ; Reconversion (Meredith v. Vick), 537 


Cost Book System in Mines (Re Bodmin Mines), 187 

Cost Book Company ; Parties (Sibley v. Minton), 578 

Costs, Apportionment of (Dean v. Morris), 241 

Counterpart, Execution of (Borradaile v. Smart), 186 

Covenant to execute Power; subsequent Incapacity of 
Covenantor (Affleck v. Affleck), 329 

Creditors’ Suit; Future Debt; Calls (Wentworth », 
Chevell), 705 

Right to tack, as against Surety (Farebrother 1, 
Wodehouse), 24 

Cross-Examination, Filing Affidavit cannot be delayed for 
(Lady Londonderry v. Bramwell), 157 

of Plaintiff abroad (Wellesley v. Mornington), 291 

Decree, Inrolment of, after six months (Kay v. Smith), 
74 











Vacating Inrolment of (Backhouse v. Wylde), 157 

Deposit of Certificate of Shares without Notice to Company, 
Effect of (Ex parte Boulton; Re Sketchley), 380 

Devisee cannot have Order to revive (Dendy v. Dendy), 101 

Devise to Trustees—-Power of Sale (Hall v. May), 828 

Discovery—Compulsory Reference to Arbitration—Pro- 
duction of Documents (The British Empire Steam Ship- 
ping Company v. Somes), 923 

Documents, Production of (Attorney-General v. The East 
Dereham Corn Exchange Company), 419 

Double Remedy (Gedge v. Duke of Montrose), 458 

Dower, Trust for Sale does not exclude (Bending v. Bend- 
ing), 348 

Equitable Assignees of Lease, Liability of (Cox v. Bishop), 
349 





Defence at Law (Terrell v. Higgs), 638 
Mortgage—Priority—Notice (Jones v. Williams), 666 
(Roberts v. Croft), 666 

—— Waste—Ornamental Timber—Obligation to rebuild 
(Micklethwait 7. Micklethwait), 862 

Exoneration—Lien for unpaid Purchase-money (Hood v 
Hood), 706 

Executor—Wilful Default—Pleading (Sleight v. Lawson), 
558 








© Creditor—Public Company (Labouchere v. Tupper), 
810 
Executory Settlement on Married Women (Stanley v. Jack- 
man), 187 


Factory, Tenant’s Fixtures in, included in Demise (Thorpe 
v. Milligan), 241 .- 

Filing Affidavit after Evidence is closed (Douglas v. Arch- 
butt, 291) 

Foreign Judgment—Statute of Limitations—Delay—Con- 
flict of Laws (Reimers v. Druce), 100 

Fund in Court, Mortgage of—Bankruptecy where no Stop 
Order is obtained (Bartlett v. Bartlett), 312 

Gaming—Ilegal Contract (Byers v: Adams; In re Law), 
809 


Gifts to Charities—Destination of Surplus (The Mayor of 
Beverley v. The Attorney-General), 770 : 

Husband and Wife—Creditor—Settlement—Statute of 
Frauds—Part Performance (Warden v. Jones), 397 

Solicitor and Client—Purchase by Solicitor of Client’s 

Property (Nelson v. Booth), 788 

Separation Deed—Statute of Frauds—Part Perform- 
ance (Webster v. Webster), 789° 

Implied Repeal of a Statute by a subsequent “ Contra- 
riant ” Statute (O’Flaherty v. M‘Dowell), 922 

Incumbrancer’s Suit, Costs in (Wright v. Kirby), 291 

Indefinite Devise giving Estate for Life only-(Burton v. 
Powers), 129 

Infant suing “in Forma Pauperis” (Lindsay v. Tyrrell), 418, 
537 : 



















Ex- 


418 
ay), 


y of 


yO 


1 for 


1 
th), 


7 
ny, 


101 


TO- 
1ip- 


vast 


nd- 
op); 


566 
iild 





SUPPLEMENT. | 


- GENERAL INDEX. 965 











CHANCERY, RECENT DECISIONS IN—(continw 


Injunction, Pendency of Appeal (Lister v. Vem are 

at Suit of Alien (The Collins Company v. Cohen), 597 

Insolvent’s Right to sue (Bradberry v. Brooke), 53 

(Wearing v. Ellis), 53 

Irregular Answer, Replication to (Falkland Islands Com- 
pany v. Lafone), 329 

Joint Legatee of Proceeds of Sale of Land, Election by 
(Holloway v. Radcliffe), 187 

Judgment Creditor, Lien, Contract for Sale (The Governors 
of the Greycoat Hospital v. The Westminster Improve- 
ment Commissioners), 789 

“ Jus Quesitum Tertio” (Peddie v. Brown; Finnie v. The 
Glasgow and South-Western Railway Company), 946 

Lands Clauses Act, Specific Performance (The Regent’s 
Canal Company v. Ware), 578 

Lapse of Time—lIntestate’s Next of Kin, Suit by (Kohler 
v. Reynolds), 330 

Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Act, 19 & 20 Vict. c. 
120—Practice (Re Reedley’s Settled Estates; Re Hooper’s 
Settled Estates; Re Procter’s Settled Estates) 558 

Leave to move to vary Chief Clerk’s Certificate after Time 
expired—Mistake in Practice (Ashton v. Wood), 157 

Legacy Duty, Payment of, by Solicitors, for Money received 
by their Clients through the Court (Bryan v. Mansion), 
418 : ‘ 

Legacy to Creditors does not lapse, Duty on (Turner v. 
Martin), 186 

Legal Title—Adverse Possession—Infancy of Plaintiff 
(Crowther v. Crowther), 130 

Legitimacy—Conflict of Laws—Inheritance Act (In re 
Don’s Estate), 748 








- Liberty to decline answering, Extent of (Bates v. Christ's 


College), 291 

Lis Pendens—Notice—Co-Defendants (Bellamy v. Sabine), 
890 

Marriage Treaty, Satisfaction of, by Will (Kay v. Crook), 
101 


Married Woman's Separate Estates—Notice, (Dawson v. 
Prince), 748 

Metropolis Local Management Act (Stainton v. Metro- 
politan Board of Works), 187 

Mortgage to secure Costs sustained (Blagrave v. Routh), 4 

—— kept alive for Benefit of Surety (Allen v. De Lisle), 24 

—— Heir at Law—Exoneration (Swainson v. Swainson), 
74 

Mortgagee— Ejectment—Statutes of Forcible Entry— 
Costs (Owen v. Crouch) 478 

Mortgagor and Mortgagee—Priority—Possession of Title 
Deeds (Perry Herrick v. Attwood), 906 

Mortmain: Validity of Bequests to bring Land into Mort- 
main, though not in Terms within the Prohibition of the 
Statute, 9 Geo. 2, c. 36 (Philpott v. St. George’s Hospital), 
844 


New Trial of Issue, when Court will grant; Disputed 
Will; Misrepresentation; Undue Influence (Boyse v. 
Rossborough, 329 

Next Friend; Disentailment by Lunatic (Elliot v. Ince), 
398 

Nieces, Bequest to (Crook v. Whitley), 270 

Notice; Solicitor (Jones v. Williams), 459 

Obligation by Specialty (Eyre v. Monro), 829 

—— to disclaim ; Costs (Re Primrose’s Settlements), 439 

Payment of Legacy Duty (Bryan v. Mansion), 418 

Petitioner out of the Jurisdiction, Security for Costs by 
(Atkins v. Cook), 270 

Power of Attorney to transfer Stock, not revoked by 
Death of Donor of Power previous to its Exercise 
(Kiddill v. Farnell), 213 

to appoint New Trustees, Construction of (Nicholson 
v. Wright), 381;.(Re Armstrong’s Settlement) 7b. ; 
(Re Woodgate’s Settlement) 7d. 

—— Execution of, by previous Will (Cofield v. Pollard), 
706 

Power of Sale—Prior Charge—Second Mortgagee (Otter v. 
Lord Vaux), 73 

—— Extinction of (Woolley v. Jenkins), 186 

—— to Mortgagees of Corporate Body (Clarke v. The Royal 
Panopticon), 213 

Practice in Chambers, Chief Clerk (In re The London and 
County Assurance Company), 706 

—— Evidence—Drawing up Decree (Manby v. Bewicke), 829 











CHANCERY, RECENT DECISIONS IN—(continued) 


Practice in Chambers—Exceptions—38th Order of Aug. 
1841 (Wright v. Chard), 875 

—— Infant Heir-at-law (Lamb v. Lamb), 689 

Inrolment of Decree or Interlocutory Order (Williams 

v. Page), 789 

Leases and Sales of Settled Estates, 19 & 20 Vict. 
c, 120 (Re Reedley’s Settled Estates), 558 

—— (Re Hooper's Settled Estates), 558 

—— (Re Procter’s Settled Estates), 558 

— (Re Brealy’s Settled Estates), 518 

—— (Re Hadwen’s Settled Estates), 518 

— (Re Foster's Settled Estate), 623 

—— Last Cause in the Paper (Flower v. Gedye), 638 

—— Liberty to bring Action—Extension of Time (Farina 
v. Silverlock), 771 

Oral Evidence on Motion for Decree (Pellatt v. 

Nichols), 622 

Order in Chambers—Payment out of Court (Joad v. 

Ripley), 478 

Revival—next Friend (Trezevant v. Broughton), 439 

Service (Pycroft v. Williams), 418 

Wilful Default (Mirehouse v. Herbert), 498 

Principal and Surety—Discharge (Pearl v. Deacon), 729 

Privilege of Defendant answering Question tending to 
criminate (Sidebottom v. Adkins, 639 

Production of Books of Trade (Selby v. Fraser), 241 

of Documents (The Attorney-General v. The East 
Dereham Corn Exchange Company), 419 

— Co-Defendants (Betts v. Menzies), 666 

Proof against Shareholder’s Estate (Walton v. Butler), 212 

Railway Company—Construction of Lands Clauses Act 
(Grosvenor v. The Hampstead Junction Railway Com- 
pany), 518 

Remoteness—Application of Shelley's Case to Personalty 
(Lewis v. Hopkins), 129 

Right of the Crown to an Alien’s Equitable Estate in Land 
(Barrow v. Wadkin), 597 

Service of Bill out of Jurisdiction (Innes v. Mitchell), 638 

Set-off—Assignment—Notice (Cavendish v. Geaves), 537 

Settlement by Infants, Duty of Court as to (Re Strong), 4 

Shares repudiated by Legatee, Liability for Call on (Mof- 
fett v. Bates), 241 

Solicitor acting for both Vendor and Purchaser (Hesse v. 
Briant), 24 

Solicitor and Client, Onus probandi as to Transactions 
between (Barnard v. Hunter), 4 

Taxation under 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73 (Re Strother), 729 

Solicitor’s Lien on the Proceeds of a Suit—Common Law 
Procedure Act—Attachment (Sympson v. Prothero), 748 

Specific Performance—Agreement for Sale of House and 
Goodwill (Darbey v. Whitaker), 689 

Entirety of Contract—Difference as to Enforcement 

between Negative and Positive Agreement (Stocker ». 

Wedderburne), 579 

Right of Way (Denne v. Light), 349 

Statute 6 Anne, c. 18—Cestui que vie (Meyrick v. Lawes), 
706 

Statutes of Limitation, 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27—Acknowledg- 
ment by Co-obligor of Bond (In Re Seager’s Estate ; 
Seager v. Aston), 478 

of Frauds (Ridgway v. Wharton), 860 

Staying Proceedings—Transfer of Administration Suit 
(Duffort v. Arrowsmith), 130 

Succession Duties Act (Re Jenkinson), 186 

Tenant in Tail in Remainder (Wilcox v. Smith), 558 

Taking Answer off File (Reed v. Barton), 130 

Taxation after Payment on Application of cestui que trust 
(Re Dickson), 24 “ 

Terms of setting aside Mortgage—varying Deeree (Pennell 
v. Millar), 101 

Testamentary Bequest, Execution of Powers by (Evans ». 
Evans; Shelford v. Ackland), 4 

Time for closing Evidence—Leave to file further Affidavits 
(Scott v. The Corporation of Liverpool), 537 

Trustee ; Stop Order—Notice (Elder v. Maclean), 397 

Trustee Relief Act, Costs under (Re Jones), 240; (Re 
Woodburn’s Will), 536 

—— Costs asked against, trustee and refused (In re 









































Bendyshe), 749 


Vesting Order (Re Underwood), 891 
Trustee and cestui que trust (King v. King), 597 
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CHANCERY, RECENT DECISIONS IN—(continued) CORRESPONDENCE—(continued) 
Vendor and Purchaser—Administration durante absentia Dusiin— 
(Webb v. Kirby), 73 Chancery, Proceedings in, Berry v. Berry, Parapher- 
Specific Performance (Ford v. Heely), 439 ‘ iene 8) aaa 


Vesting (Glyn v. Glyn), 129 
Void Devise, Residuary Devisee takes under (Carter v. 
Haswell), 270 
Wife’s Chose in Action—Red ion (All- 
day v. Fletcher), 518 
Will, Construction of (Grey v. Pearson), 418; (In re 
Gratton’s Trusts), 810; (Quested v. Michell), 923 
Winding-up—Building Society (In re The St. George’s 
Building Society), 688 
Contract by Director interested (Sea Fire Life Insur- 
ance v. The Port of London Shipowners’ Loan and In- 
surance Company), 874 
Contributory, Transfer to Infant (Re Electric Tele- 
graph Company (Ireland), Reid’s case), 861 
—— List of Contributories (Re The Kilbricken Mines 
Company, Libus’ case; Re The Court Grange Mining 
Company, Sedgwick's case), 667 
Persons taking Shares on False Reports by Directors 
not liable as Contributories (Re The Royal British 
Bank ; Ex parte Brockwell), 844 
CHANCERY— 
-—— bills in, amendment of, 72 
——- business in the offices of, 346 
—— costs in, 446, 465 
creditors under estates in, 20, 48, 68, 96, 123, 151, 207, 
236, 262, 284, 304, 324, 344, 872, 412, 432, 452, 472, 
510, 532, 552, 572, 592, 611, 632, 659, 680, 700, 720, 
740, 760, 780, 800, 820, 852, 868, 884, 916, 936, 956 
inns of, 854 
judges’ chambers, 918 
orders of, 139, 146, 212, 520, 539, 670, 708, 929 
proceedings in, Nunn v. Edge, 495; Stronge v. Hawkes, 
437; Re Suitors in Chancery, 688 
—— V. C. Kindersley’s Court, Wilton, executor, v. Hill, 
417 
—— V. C. Stuart’s Court, Moses v. Baylis, 417 
—— V.C. Wood’s Court, Henry and Others v. The Great Northern 
Railway Company, 763, 786; Read v. Bentley, 438; The 
London and Eastern Banking Company, 855 
—— rules of, 139, 142, 670 
statement of business in 1853, 1854, 1855, and 1856, 
73 
CHEQUES, crossed, 185 
CHIEF JUSTICE BRAWLING AT CHURCH, a, 310 
CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES, 126, 146 
CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE, 666 
CLERGY, the, and the new Divorce Bill, 826 
CLIENT’S REVENGE, a, 614 
COMMERCIAL LAW, 424 
COMMISSION, STATUTE LAW, report of committee, 
375 
—— parliamentary proceedings referring to, 584, 607, 728 
report of, 723 
—— CIRCUIT AND COURTS OF LAW, 437, 622 
parliamentary proceedings referring to, 733 
—— COPYHOLD, report of, 239 
COMMISSIONERS IN LUNACY, 379 
COMMON PLEAS, proceedings in the Court of, 457, 596 
COMMON SERJEANTSHIP, the, 27, 102, 129 
COMPANY, LAW NEWSPAPER, LIMITED, meeting of, 
399 
COMPANIES AND AUDITORS, 413 
CONSOLIDATION BILLS, 683 
CONSTITUENCIES, 596 
CONTEMPT OF THE MARRIAGE LAW, 379. 
CONVEYANCING AND GENERAL AGENCY, Scotch scale 
of fees for, 85 
CORONER, suicide of a, 55 
CORONERS’ CHARGES, 3879, 396 
CORRESPONDENCE— 
Dusitin— 
Abandoned Measures, 273 
Appointments, Promotions, and Vacancies, 218, 315, 
369, 403 
Assistant Barristers and County Court Judges, 708 
Attorneys and the Bar, 189 
Broadstone Murder, 642 
Chancery Appeals, 314 


tion into Px 






































Dobbyn v. Adams, Mar- 
wiage with consent, 76 
Rosborough v. Boyse, 442 


” ” 


” ” 
Colclough Will Case, 669 
Crime, decrease of, 669 
Criminal Appeal Court, The Queen v. M‘Hugh, 560 
Crown Prosecutions and Prosecutors, 501 
Delegates, Court of, 561, 600 
Ecclesiastical Courts, the, 540 
Education, Legal, 924 
Elections, the, 315, 368, 692 
England and Ireland; the Bench and the Bar, 520 
Exchequer Chamber, 217 

ss Proceedings in, Harrison v. Sandes, 560 
. ‘“ Kingsford v. Merry, 28 
Fraudulent Breaches of Trust, 501 
Incumbered Estates Court, 77, 189, 217, 481, 752 
* Statistics of, 948 
Influence of Politics on Law, 623 
Joint-Stock Banks and Limited Liability, 420 
Judgments and Execution Bill, 481 
Jury, trial by, 441 
Justice, Minister of, 462 
Lawyers in Parliament, 403 
” Property Qualification of, 730 
Mayo Assizes, Election Riots, 692 
Parliamentary and other Oaths, 581 
Parliamentary Title, 369 
Prerogative Court, 580 
Queen’s Bench, proceedings in— 
Beamish v. Beamish, Marriage Case, 76, 217 
Reg. v. Massey, Fracas between Solicitors, 76 
Sir B. Morris and Wife v. Smith, Libel, 189 
Sligo Election Case, 599 
Savings Bank Question, 383, 402, 461 
Spollen’s Trial, 752 
Tipperary Bank, 521 


re In re, Ex parte Ginger, 272 
ne In re, Ex parte Stirling and Ex parte 
Kennedy, 314 


Transfer of Land, 133 
Warning to Railroad Companies, 599 
Warrants for Goods, Kingsford v. Merry, 28 


EpInBuRGH— 
Action of Reduction and Declarator, 845 
Annuity Bill, Lord Advocate’s, 692 
Applicants for Indenture, regulations in regard to, 
924 
Assigning Counsel to Prisoners, 731 
Compensation—Bowman v. The Caledonian Railway 
Company, 771 
Clarke and Others, Wellwood’s Trustees, v. Mrs. Ann 
Rattray and Others, 812 
Compromise of Jury Cases, 692 
Court of Session Act, 878 
Business of, 878 
Deathbed, the Law of, 791 
Divorce, the Law of, in Scotland, 540 
Practical Working of, 561 
Dundas Hamilton v. The Western Bank of Scotland, 830 
Education, Legal, 906 . ; 
Glasgow Poisoning Case, 669 
Judgments Execution Bill, 669, 709 
Law Reform, Pending Measures of, 502 
Land Transfer Bill, Lord St. Leonards’, 709 
Leith Smuggling Case, 896, 925 
Long Vacation Act, 669, 879 
Public Records of Scotland, 600 
Scotch Criminal Lawyers, Practice of, 624 
Suing “in forma pauperis,” Scotch System of, 948 








GENERAL— 
* Abuse the Plaintiff,” 814 
Acknowledgment of Deeds by Married Women, 925, 950 
Arbitrators, Excessive Claims for Fees by, 847 
Articles of Clerkship, Stamping, &c., 218, 814 
Attorneys as Surrogates, 753 








Banks, Savings, 403, 521, 562 
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CORRESPONDENCE— (continued) 
GENERAL— 
Bythewood’s Conveyancing, 443 
Chancery, Delays in, 295 
Practice in, 792 
Conveyancing,’ Charges of, and Practice in, 104, 442 
Scotch System of, 244 
Corrupt Practices Act, 791 
Counsel to Prisoners, Assigning, 753 
Counsel and Attorneys—can they attend Naval Courts, 
294 
County Courts, 56, 77, 384, 670 
Davidson v. Duncan, 294 
‘Election, General, 273 
Income-tax, 463, 482 
Judgment by Default, Collusion, 879 
Judicial Separation, Rights of Wife, &c., 814 
Land, Transfer of, 925 
Landlord and Tenant, 218 
Law and Lawyers, 189 
Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Act, 581, 584 
Legacy Duty, Residuary Accounts and Return of Pro- 
bate Duty, 731 
Practice, 383 
Proctorial Monopoly, 503 
Professional Remuneration, 404, 643 
Public Boards, Practice of, 752 
Register of Shipping—how conducted, 244 
Registration of Partnership, 190 
Registration of Title, 56, 77, 709, 950 
Revolution, the forthcoming, 404 
Smith’s Trial, Scotch and English Law, 644 
Solicitor, the, Social Estimation of, 245 
Statutory Declarations, Refusal to accept, 190 
Summary Proceedings on Bills of Exchange Act, 879 
Testamentary and Divorce Business, 752 
Testamentary Jurisdiction and Superintendent Regis- 
trars of Births, Deaths, and Marriages, 134 
COUNSEL TO PRISONERS, assigning, 702 
—— province of, 129, 157 
COUNTY COURTS, alteration of districts in, 599 
—— case in, important to solicitors, 637 
—— commitments by, 577 
—— proceedings in, 310, 379, 517, 576, 637, 744, 766, 767, 
824, 857, 887, 903, 941 
— rules of, 6, 32, 61, 87, 111, 198, 228 
—— statistics of, 329, 825, 871, 920 
COURT PAPERS— 
Equity Sirrines 
Hilary Term 
Before The Lord Chancellor, 39 
» The Master of the Rolls, 39 
» The Lords Justices, 39 
»  V.C. Kindersley, 40 
»  V.C. Stuart, 41 
»  V.C. Wood, 41 
After Hilary Term 
Before The Lord Chancellor, 144 
» The Master of the Rolls, 144 
» The Lords Justices, 144, 169 
»  V.C. Kindersley, 144 
»  V.C. Stuart, 145 
+ V.C. Wood, 145 
Easter Term 
Before The Lord Chancellor, 338, 388 
» The Master of the Rolls, 338, 388 
» The Lords Justices, 338, 389 
»  V.C. Kindersley, 338, 389 
»  V.C. Stuart, 338, 389 
»  V. C. Wood, 838, 389 
Trinity Term 
Before The Lord Chancellor, 487 
» The Master of the Rolls, 487 
» The Lords Justices, 487 
»  V.C. Kindersley, 487 
»  V.C. Stuart, 487 
» V.C. Wood, 487 
After Trinity Term 
Before The Lord Chancellor, 568, 587 
» The Master of the Rolls, 568, 587 
1 The Lords Justices, 568, 588 








COURT PAPERS—(continued) 
Equrry -Srrrincs—(continued) 
After Trinity Term 
Before V. C. Stuart, 568, 588 
»  V.C. Wood, 568, 588 
Michaelmas Term 
Before The Lord Chancellor, 930 
» The Master of the Rolls, 930 
» The Lords Justices, 930 
»  V.C. Kindersley, 930 
»  V.C. Stuart, 930 
»  V.C. Wood, 930 


Common Law Sitrines— 
Hilary Term 
Court of Queen’s Bench, 40, 63, 90, 117, 170 
»- Common Pleas, 40, 63, 90, 117, 146 
». Exchequer, 40, 63, 90, 117 
Easter Term 
Court of Queen’s Bench, 201, 299, 338, 369, 408, 429 
» Common Pleas, 299, 369, 408, 429, 448 
» Exchequer, 201, 339, 408, 429, 448 
Trinity Term 
Court of Queen’s Bench, 468, 488, 508, 528, 548, 569 
» Common Pleas, 468, 489, 508, 528, 548 
» Exchequer, 468, 508, 528 
Michaelmas Term 
Court of Queen’s Bench, 865, 931, 951 
» Common Pleas, 865, 932, 951 
» Exchequer, 865, 912, 951 


CRIME, a black calendar of, 688 

detection of, 938 

in New York, 806 

statistics of, 52, 129, 156 

CRIMINALS, treatment of, 306 

CRIMINAL COURT, the Central, proceedings in, 744, 745, 











824 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE IN NEW YORK, 396 
in Scotland, 634 
CRIMINAL LAW, 444 
process, abuse of, 239 
CUNNINGHAM TRIAL, the, 477, 806 
decision on, 785 











DAVIES, death of Mr., 497 

DICKENS OUTDONE, 125 

DIRECTORS AND SHAREHOLDERS, 325 

DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES BILL, 237, 466, 
505, 506, 507, 567, 585, 694, 695, 713, 715, 733, 747, 
754, 755, 768, 776 

DIVORCE COURTS, local, 721 

a case for the, 665 

DUKE OF CAMBRIDGE, swearing in of the, 73 





ECCLESIASTICAL COURTS BILL, 453 
EDUCATION OF SOLICITORS, 417, 496, 949 
EDUCATIONAL UNION, 869 

ELECTIONS, the, 286 

ELECTION COMMITTEES, 607, 628, 656, 677, 696, 716, 
736 

ELECTION EXPENSES, 688, 728, 767, 787, 807, 943 
ELECTION PETITIONS BILL, 606, 688 
ELECTIONEERING INCIDENT OF 1751, 666 
ENGLISH TESTATORS ABROAD, 533 
ENGLISHMAN IN FRANCE, legal status of an, 786 
ETIQUETTE OF THE BAR, 596, 902 
EXAMINATIONS, the—Hilary Term, 6, 27; 75, 103 
Easter Term, 331, 428, 441 

—— Trinity Term, 539 

EXAMINATION PRIZES, 441, 481, 500, 538 
EXAMINATION QUESTIONS—Hilary Term, 81 
—— Easter Term, 422 

-— Trinity Term, 525 

—— rules for, 750, 923 

EXAMINATION, compulsory, of candidates for the bar, 435 
public, of the students of the inns of court, 75 
EXCHEQUER CHAMBER, business of the, 27, 156 
EXCHEQUER, the Court of, proceedings in— 

Bastick v. Tullitt, 396 











»  V.C. Kindersley, 568, 588 


Mansell v. The Queen, 556 
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FALSE ALARM, 97 

FALSE PRETENCES, 534 

charge of, 766 

FORGING A COUNTY COURT PROCESS, 577 

FRAUDS by Trustees and Directors513 

—— by a solicitor 826 

FRAUDULENT BREACHES OF TRUST BILL, 484, 486, 
526, 544, 605, 649, 654, 694, 710 

FRAUDULENT TRUSTEES ACT, conviction under the, 941 

FRENCH TRIALS, 762 

FRENCH TRIBUNALS, 726, 807, 826, 841, 858, 872, 888, 
904, 921, 943 

FRESHFIELD, death of Mr. James, 477 

FUNDS, English, 17, 45, 65, 92, 120, 147, 171, 202, 231, 257, 
281, 300, 320, 340, 370, 391, 410, 430, 450, 470, 490, 
510, 530, 550, 570, 590, 609, 630, 657, 698, 718, 678, 
738, 758, 779, 799, 818, 835, 851, 866, 882, 898, 914, 
933, 953 





GENTLEMEN OF THE LONG ROBE, 722 

GOODS AND MERCANTILE DOCUMENTS, alteration of 
law relating to, 335 

GRAND JURIES, 326 

abolition of, 622 

—— (Metropolitan) Bill, 583 

GREAT GOLD ROBBERY ON THE SOUTH-EASTERN 
RAILWAY, 51 

GUILDHALL, improvements in, 457 

—— the new court in, 477 





HALL, Mr., M.P. for Leeds, death of, 497 

HEADLEY PEERAGE, the, 743 

HILL, Mr., M.D., on transportation and tickets of leave, 3 
HOME OFFICE, pet of the, 269 

HOUSE OF LORDS, proceedings in—Hooper v. Lane, 783 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, leading article on, 573 

INCUMBERED ESTATES COURT, 77, 189, 217, 310, 481, 
752, 948 

INNS OF COURT, 507 

INSOLVENT COURTS, proceedings in, 240, 417, 438, 766, 
823, 903, 941 

INSPECTORS OF PRISONS REPORT, 773 

INSURANCE COMPANIES QUOTATIONS. See ENGiIsH 
Funps 

INTRODUCTORY ADDRESS, 1 


JOINT-STOCK COMPANIES ACT, the number of companies 

formed under, 518 

prosecution under, 785 

JOINT-STOCK COMPANIES, winding-up of, 20, 48, 68, 96, 
123, 151, 179, 207, 236, 262, 284, 304, 324, 344, 372, 
892, 412, 432, 438, 452, 472, 492, 510, 532, 552, 572, 
592, 611, 632, 659, 680, 700, 720, 740, 760, 800, 820, 
836, 852, 884, 900, 916, 936, 956 

JOINT-STOCK COMPANIES AMENDMENT BILL, 493, 
527, 547, 649, 753 

JUDGES’ CHAMBERS, proceedings at, 290, 621, 805, 
806, 871 

JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT, collusion, 879 

JUDICIAL BUSINESS, reports on, 742, 774, 793, 816, 833, 
864, 880 

JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 425, 806 

JURIDICAL OATHS, Mr. Reilly’s paper on, 444 NC 

JURY, treatment of, 128, 289, 596 re 

JURYMAN, illness of, 328 

JUSTICE, minister of, 181, 424, 426, 462 

JUSTICE TO THE LORD CHANCELLOR, 184 





KINGSFORD v. MERRY, case of, 71 


LADY PLAINTIFFS, 594 

LAND, transfer of, 424, 661, 672 
—— impediments to, 615 

Lord St. Leonards’ bill for, 693 





LAW, COMMERCIAL, 424 
conference, Birmingham, 786 








LAW COURTS, new, 801, 838 
LAW OF DOMICIL, the Privy Council on, 453 
LAW FIRE INSURANCE SOCIETY, meeting of, 503 
LAW LECTURES—Gresham, 42 
Inns of court, 5, 55 
Incorporated Law Society, 6, 57, 104, 159, 218, 248 
Royal Institution, 42 
Royal Society, 42 
Michaelmas Term, 751 
LAW AND LAWYERS, The 7imes on, 153 
LAW OF LIBEL, 182 
LAW OF SALES AND PLEDGES, 265 
LAW NEWSPAPER COMPANY, meeting of, 399 
LAW OFFICES UNDER A MINISTER OF JUSTICE, 293 
LAW REFORMS, imminent, 395 
pending measures of, 504, 526, 582, 773 
possible, 50 
—— projects of, 100 
—— proposed, 2 
LAW REFORMERS, Birmingham, 901 
LAW SOCIETIES, Proceedings, Reports, and Meetings of— 
Birmingham Law Students, 103 
Incorporated, 6, 57, 104, 159, 218, 248, 271, 313, 331, 
460, 580, 621, 691, 749, 790, 811, 829, 862, 877 
Juridical, 60, 76, 108, 133, 161, 221, 243, 290, 314, 334, 
401, 425, 444, 464, 481, 523, 564, 622, 644, 947 
Kent, 539 
Law Amendment, 27, 58, 72, 82, 139, 161, 192, 220, 
250, 314, 424, 444, 947 
Law Students’ Mutual Corresponding, 811 
Leeds, 30 
Liverpool, 30 
Liverpool Commercial Law, 887 
Manchester, 30, 132, 475, 895 ~ 
Mercantile Law Conference, 27, 59, 85, 99, 106, 137, 161, 
444 
Metropolitan and Provincial, 30, 75, 192, 242, 272, 400, 
480, 560, 640, 668, 749, 829, 862, 875, 891, 947 
United Law Clerks, 595, 646 
Verulam, 272 
Worcester, 76 
Yorkshire, 641 
LAW VERSUS LIFF, 445 
LAWYERS AND LAYMEN, 433 
LAVIE, death of Mr. Germain, 635 























LEADING ARTICLES— 
Arbitration fees, 853 
Assize arrangements, 373 
Attempts to murder, 266 
Attorney’s liability for negligence, 473, 494, 514 
Bankruptcy Bill, Lord Brougham’s, 782 
Bills not Acts, 661 
Birmingham Conference, 886 
‘5 Law reformers, 901 
Black art, in an age of light, 305 
British Bank, Royal, 21 
directors, prosecution of, 474 
Candidates for examination, 374 
Capital Punishments, Mr. Neate on, 414 
Case of the Arrow, 210 
Case of Mansell v. The Queen, 434 
Case of The Queen v. Clark, 70 
Case of Kingsford v. Merry, 22 
Case of Swinfen v. Swinfen, 52 
Chancery, delays in, 593 
* inns of, 854 
¥ judges’ chambers, 918 
offices, business in, 346 
Circuits, 126 
Client’s revenge, 614 
Companies and auditors, 413 
Counsel to prisoners, assigning, 702 
Crime, detection of, 938 
Criminals, treatment of, 306 
Criminal justice in Scotland, 634 
Dickens outdone, 125 
Directors and shareholders, 325 
Divorce and Marriage Bill, the, 237, 802 
Divorce Courts, local, 721 
Ecclesiastical Courts Bill, 453 
Educational Union, 869 
Elections, the, 286 
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LEADING ARTICLES—(continued) 


English testators abroad, 533 
Etiquette of the bar, 902 
False alarm, a, 97 
False pretences, 534 
Frauds by trustees and directors, 513 
French trials, 762 
Gentlemen of the long robe, 722 
Grand juries, 326 
Incorporated Law Society, 573 
Introductory address, 1 
Joint-Stock Companies Bill, 493 
Judicial business, report on, 742 
Justice, minister of, 181 
Lady plaintiffs, 594 
Land transfer, schemes of, 661 
Language of legislation, 394 
Law and Lawyers, The Times on, 153 
Law Courts, the new, 801, 838 
Law of Domicil, the Privy Council on, 453 
Law of Libel, 182 
Law reforms—possible, 49 

95 proposed, 2 

projects of, 100 

Law ‘reformers at Birmingham, 901 
Law of sales and pledges, 265 
Legal fruits of the session, 741 
Legal mistakes, 98 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, 885 
New Master of the Queen’s Bench, 209 
Nisi Prius Eloquence, 761 
Northampton Borough Court, 870 
Official trustees, 574 
Probates Bill, 701, 822 
Probate, new Courts of, 69 
Proctors, 633 
Registration Bill, Lord Brougham’s, 682 
Registration report, 285, 345 
Registration question, progress of the, 917 
Saturday half-holiday, 237 
Session, the, 681 
Solicitors’ true interest, 393 
Statute Law Commission, 554 
Transportation, debate on, 154 
Trustee Relief Bill, 553 
Unseating a member, 307 
Volume, our first, close of, 937 
Widening of professional education, 837 
Will offices, local, 613 
Winding-up cases, recent, 821 


LEGAL EDUCATION, 417, 496 

LEGAL FRUITS OF THE SESSION, 741 

LEGAL MISTAKES, 98 

LEGAL NEWS, 3, 23, 51, 71, 99, 
267, 287, 308, 327, 347, 375, 
495, 515, 584, 455, 575, 595, 
743, 763, 783, 803, 823, 839, 
939 

LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR, the, 747, 769, 787, 808, 
827, 842, 859, 872, 889, 904, 921, 944, 957 

LEGISLATION, language of, 394 

LEGISLATIVE ENTANGLEMENT, 417 

LIMITED LIABILITY IN BANKING, 665 

LOCAL COURTS, curiosities of, 406 

LOCKE, Mr. T. B., death of, 871 

LONDON, MANCHESTER, AND FOREIGN WAREHOUSE 
COMPANY, limited, meeting of the, 841, 903 

LOVELL, Mr. E, death of, 871 

LUNACY, commissioners in, 379 

LUNATIC’S WIFE, acquitted of bigamy, 289 


127, 155, 183, 211, 238, 
395, 415, 485, 454, 475, 
615, 635, 683, 703, 722, 
855, 871, 886, 903, 919, 


MALINS, Mr., in the House of Commons, 767 

MANCHESTER CITY COURT OF RECORD, proceedings 
in the, 903 

MANCHESTER LAW ASSOCIATION, memorial of the, 475 

MANCHESTER MEETING, 907 

MARRIAGE LAW, contempt of, 379 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S SISTER, 289 

MARRIED WOMEN, property of, 527, 583 

MINISTER OF JU STICE, 181, 424, 426, 462 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, pay of the, 577 








METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSOCIA- 
TION, leading articles on the, 781, 885 

annual meeting of the, 875, 891 

METROPOLITAN POLICE, expenses of the, 880 

MONEY MARKETS, the, 44, 65, 92, 119, 147, 170, 202, 230, 
256, 280, 300, 319, 340, 370, 390, 409, 429, 449, 469, 
490, 509, 529, 549, 569, 589, 608, 629, 656, 677, 697, 
717, 738, 757, 778, 798, 818, 834, 850, 865, 881, 897, 
913, 933, 952 





NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PROMOTION OF 
SOCIAL SCIENCE, meeting of, 857, 887, 909, 926 
NEW YORK, criminal justice in, 396 

NEWGATE, rebuilding of, 497 
NEXT OF KIN, 42, 64, 90, 147, 
319, 340, 369, 390, 409, 429, 
549, 569, 589, 629, 656, 677, 
798, 818, 834, 850, 865, 881, 
NISI PRIUS ELOQUENCE, 761 
NISI PRIUS, sittings at, 557, 596 
NORTHAMPTON BOROUGH COURT, 870 
NEW MASTER OF THE QUEEN’S BENCH, 209 


170, 
449, 
697, 
932, 


201, 230, 256, 280, 
469, 489, 509, 529, 
717, 738, 757, 778, 
952 


OATH OF ABJURATION BILL, 673, 710 
OATHS, Judicial, 52 

Juridical, 444 

Parliamentary, report of the committee on, 728 
OFFICIAL TRUSTEES, 574 

ORIGINAL WILLS, safe custody of, 476 
OUTLAWRY, proclamations of, 536, 787, 871, 943 
ORDERS IN COURT. Sce Cuancery 








PARLIAMENT, HOUSES OF— 
Lawyers in, 403 
Private Bills in, 30, 110, 143, 167, 196, 225, 254, 279, 
298, 317, 336, 387, 406, 427, 447, 486, 507, 528, 547, 
567, 587, 607, 628, 655, 676, 696, 716, 756 
Proceedings in 
House of Lords— 
Bankruptcy Laws, 673 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Bill, 251, 484, 506, 
543, 567, 585, 776 
Fraudulent Trustees Bill, 694, 710 
Joint-Stock Companies Bill, 649, 671, 753 
Jurisdiction of the Ecclesiastical Courts, 163 
Land, Transfer of, 672 
Law of Libel, 194, 224, 648 
Law Courts Commission, 733 
Oath of Abjuration Bill, 673 
Probates and Letters of Administration Bill, 223, 483, 
506, 542, 743 
Statute Law Commission, 584 
Transfer of Real Property Bill, 625, 709 
Transportation and Penal Servitude Bill, 565 
Trustees Relief Bill, 544 
Wills of British Subjects Resident Abroad Bill, 733 
House of Commons— 
Court of Chancery (Ireland) Titles of Purchases Bill, 
253 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Bill, 694, 695, 713, 
715, 733, 754, 755 
Election Petitions Bill, 606 
Fraudulent Trustees Bill, 484, 544, 605, 649, 654 
Grand Juries (Metropolis) Bill, 545, 654 
Insolvent Joint-Stock Companies Bill, 486, 547 
Joint-Stock Banks, 586 
Judgments Execution Bill, 195, 467 
Land, Conveyance of, for Charitable Purposes Bill, 547 
Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Amendment Act, 


Leal Reform, 166 

Probate and Letters of Administration Bill, 601, 625, 
651, 674, 710, 713, 735 

Transportation and Penal Servitude Bill, 467 

StatuteLaw Commission, 607 

Summary Proceedings before Justices of the Peace Bill, 
628 

Wills of British Subjects resident abroad Bill, 546 


PARLIAMENTARY SESSION, the, 756 
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PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED, 19, 47, 67, 95, 123, 150, 
179, 206, 235, 261, 284, 303, 323, 343, 372, 392, 432, 
452, 472, 492, 510, 532, 552, 572, 590, 611, 682, 680, 
720, 760, 800, 836, 852, 868, 884, 900, 916, 936, 956 

PATENT EXTRAORDINARY, 417 

PELHAM, Mr., death of, 55 

PETITIONS, Election, 478, 606 

PLEADINGS, lengthy, 240 

POLICE, metropolitan, expenses of the, 380 

POLICE COURTS, proceedings in the, 438, 557, 596, 805, 
825 

POLLOCK, Mr., resignation of, 888 

POSSIBLE LAW REFORMS, 50 

PRAED, Mr. W. M., death of, 857 

PRISONS, report of the inspector of, 773 

—— Scotch, report of, 329 

PROBATES AND ADMINISTRATION BILL, 466, 483, 
504, 506, 507, 542, 601, 625, 651, 674, 710, 735, 753 

PROBATES BILL, leading articles on, 701, 822 

PROBATE, Courts of, leading article on, 69 

judge of, 942 

PROCTORS, the, 633 

—— petition of, to the House of Lords, 516 

PROFESSIONAL EDUCATION, widening of, 837 

PROFESSIONAL REMUNERATION, 376, 404, 415, 643 

PROPOSED LAW REFORMS, 2 

PROPERTY, real, transfer of, 625, 709 

PROSECUTIONS, cost of, 128, 240 

PROSECUTION UNDER THE JOINT-STOCK COM- 
PANIES ACT, 785 


QUEEN’S BENCH— 
Business of the, 100, 156 
Cases in the— 
Carr and Another v. Chapple, 576, 939 
Chapman v. Van Toll, 455, 475 
Essex v. Stanley, 518 
Power and Pilgrim v. Burchnall, 517 
Re Knipe, an Attorney, 457 
Re Richards, » 488 
Reg. v. Wooller, 496 
Roberts v. Simpson, 616 
Shattock, John, an Attorney, 943 
The Queen v. the Justices of Gloucestershire, 396 
Van Toll v. Chapman, 456, 475 
Violet v. Simpson, 939 
Woodfine v. Simpson, 616 
—— new Master of the, 209 
aie AT THE EXAMINATIONS. See Examina- 


QUESTION ING PRISONERS, 688 


RAILWAY INJURIES, compensation for, 310 
RAILWAY STOCK, 17, 45, 66, 92, 120, 148, 171, 202, 231, 
257, 281, 300, 320, 340, 370, 391, 410, 430, 450, 470, 
490, 510, 530, 550, 570, 590, 609, 680, 657, 678, 698, 
718, 7388, 758, 779, 799, 819, 835, 851, 866, 882, 898, 
914, 984, 953 
REDPATH’S CHARITIES, 458 
REFORMS, eng law, 50 
—— proposed law, 2 
—— bankruptcy, 686 
REGISTRATION OF TITLE AND TRANSFER OF LAND— 
Correspondence on, 709, 950 
Lord B ’s Bill for, 682 
Lord St. Leonards’ Bill for, 693 
of the Commissioners appointed to consider the 
subject of, 349 
—— leading articles on, 285, 345 
—— suggestions. on, by Mr. Cookson, 795 
—— thoughts on, boondilitter of thirty years’ standing, 385 
REMUNERATION, professional, 376, 404, 415, 643 . 
REPORT, Judicial Business, 774, 793, 816, 833, 864, 880 
REPORTS, resolution of the House of Lords respecting privilege 
of, 688 
REVIEWS— 
Abdy’s “ Historical Sketch of Civil Procedure among the 
” 832 


Archbold’s “ Parish Officer,” 950 
Archbold’s “ Practice of the New County Courts,” 136 
Baker’s “‘ Law relating to Burials,” 896 








———. 


REVIEWS— 
Broom’s “ Practice of the County Courts,” 79 79 
Campbell’s “ Lives of the Chief Justices of England,” 563 
Christie’s ‘‘ Precedents on Wills,” 443 
Cole’s ‘“‘ Domicil of Englishmen in France,” 848 
Davies's “‘ New Practice of the County Courts,” 792 
Fisher’s ‘‘ Law of Mortgage,” 247 
Headlam’s ‘ Daniel’s Practice of the High Court of 
Chancery,” 295, 315 
Gray's ‘ Country Solicitor’s Practice in Chancery,” 333 
J a “ History of the French Bar,” 384 
Kerr's “ Blackstone’s Commentaries,” 522 
per in’s “Practical Treatise on the Law of Trusts and 
Trustees,” 907 
Lloyd’s “ Law and Practice of the County Courts,” 136 
Macqueen’s “Collation of Foreign Codes relating to 
Marriage and Divorce,” 879 
Maine’s ‘“‘ Roman Law and Legal Education,” 405 
Markham’s “Common Law Procedure Acts of 1852, 
1854,” &e. &e., 80 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, Circular X., 28 
Oke’s “‘ Magisterial Synopsis,” 246 
Petgrave’s “ Law of Principal and Agent,” 581 
Phillimore’s “ Principles and Maxims of Jurisprudence,” 
925 
Pollock's “ Practice of the County Courts,” 332 
Prior’s ‘‘ Complete Manual of Short Conveyancing,” 772 
Sidney Smith’s “ Practice of the Court of Chancery,” 863 
Toulmin Smith’s “ The Parish,” 814 
Traill’s ‘‘ New Parishes Acts,” 463 
“ Trial of C. B. Huntington for Forgery,” 482 
Urling’s “Manual of the Law relating to the Office of 
Trustees,” 297 
Williams’ “Introduction to the Principles and Practice of 
Pleading in Civil Actions,” 190 
Wordsworth’s ‘‘ Law of Patents,” 421 
Wordsworth’s ‘‘ New Joint-Stock Companies Law,” 541 
REVOLUTION, the forthcoming, 385, 404 
ROYAL BRITISH BANK, Jeading article on, 21 
RIGHT OF A BRITISH SUBJECT TO CHANGE His 
ALLEGIANCE, 858 
ROLLS COURT, proceedings in the—Perry Herrick v. Attwood, 
803 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CHARITIES REPORT, 815 

RULES OF LAW PAY THE FIRST OBSTACLE TO LAW 
REFORM, 376 

RULES OF COURT, 6, 82, 61, 87, 111, 139, 142, 198, 228, 
401, 670 

RYLAND, Mr. Archer, death of, 212 


SADLEIR, JOHN, a receiver in Chancery, 310 

SAFE CUSTODY OF ORIGINAL WILLS, 476 

SALE OF MATERIALS OF DR. JOHNSON’S CHAMBERS, 
857 

SALES AND PLEDGES, law of, 265, 273 

SATISFACTION ON JUDGMENTS, rules on entry of, 401 

SATURDAY HALF-HOLIDAY, 237 

SAVINGS’ BANK QUESTION, 383, 402, 403, 461, 521, 
562 

SCOTCH MERCANTILE LAW, 437 

SESSION, the, 681 

SHERIFFS’ COURT, proceedings in, 725, 824 

SHERIFFS, election of, 578 

SHERIFFS, UNDER-SHERIFFS, AND DEPUTIES, list of 
for 1857, 216 

SHREWSBURY CASE, 497, 636, 684, 724, 743 

SIMPSON,.Mr., of Derby, death of, 840 

SOLICITOR, conduct of a, 765 

SOLICITORS IN COURT, attendance of, 129 

SOLICITORS RETURNED TO PARLIAMENT, 378 

SOLICITORS’ AND GENERAL FIRE INSURANCE COM- 

PANY, meeting of, 504 

SOLICITORS’ TESTIMONIALS, 379, 786, 871 

SOLICITOR’S TRUE INTEREST, 393 

STATISTICS, Bankruptcy, 686 

County Court, 825, 871, 920 

—— Judicial, 425, 806 

STATUTE LAW COMMISSION, 554 

STATUTES, titles of, 378 

STATUTES OF LIMITATION, Mr. Malcolm Kerr’s Lectures 
on the, 57, 104, 159, 218, 248 

SUING A LORD CHIEF JUSTICE, 379 
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TESTIMONIAL to Mr. Coombs, Dorchester, 379 

—— to Mr. C. E. Lewis, New Boswell-court, 871 

—— to Mr. W: Shuttleworth, Liverpool, 786 

TICKETS OF LEAVE, 53 

TITHE COMMISSION, Report of, 239 

TITLE, simplification of, 663 

TITLES OF STATUTES PASSED IN 20 VICT., 378 
TOWNSEND, Mr., and his constituents, 826 

TOUTS, 577 

TRANSPORTATION, debate on, 154 
TRANSPORTATION AND PENAL SERVITUDE BILL, 


467 
TRUSTEES RELIEF BILL, 553 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND, 
42, 64, 90, 118, 147, 170, 201, 230, 255, 280, 290, 318, 
339, 369, 390, 409, 429, 449, 469, 489, 509, 529, 549, 
569, 589, 608, 629, 657, 677, 697, 717, 737, 757, 778, 
797, 818, 834, 850, 865, $81, 897, 913, 932, 952 

UNSATISFACTORY RESULT, an, 290 





UNSEATING A MEMBER, 307 
VOLUME, our first, close of, 937. 


WARD, Mr. J., death of, 576 
WIDENING OF PROFESSIONAL EDUCATION, 837 
WILKINS, SERJEANT, death of, 240 
local recollections of, 288 
WILL OFFICES, local, 613 
WILLS OF BRITISH SUBJECTS ABROAD BILL, 583, 


733 

WINDING UP OF JOINT-STOCK COMPANIES, 20, 48, 
68, 96, 124, 152, 180, 208, 236, 264, 284, 304, 824, 
344, 372, 392, 412, 482, 452, 472, 492, 512, 532, 552, 
572, 592, 611, 632, 660, 680, 700, 720, 740, 760, 800, 
820, 836, 852, 884, 900, 916, 936, 956 

WINDING-UP CASES, recent, 821 

WRITS OF CONTRACT, rules on indorsement of notice on, 


401 
WRITS IN CHANCERY, forms of, 671 














= e 7 " . BER ee a TERE 


, 





